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Abstract 
 
Any harm or violence that is perpetrated against a person’s will, and that results from power 
inequalities based on gender roles continues to be an incessant, focal and universal human 
rights issue. Typically shrouded in a culture of silence, the continuation of and rise in gender-
specific crimes demands the increased necessary attention and action for its decrease and 
ultimate eradication. This paper explores the impact and efficacy of gender-equality related 
norms underpinning international instruments aimed at reducing gender-specific crimes. 
Assessing both the global human rights regime in place at an international level, and how 
efforts to reduce and eradicate the gender-specific crimes of female infanticide and honour 
crimes are reconceptualised and adopted at a national level, this paper utilises a conceptual 
framework of norm realisation to understand the observed variation in the outcomes of the 
different cases and contexts of India and Turkey. It concludes by evaluating the extent of the 
realisation of gender-related norms, outlining and analysing the reasons for the observed 
variation as well as suggesting policy recommendations to increase the success of future 
combative efforts intended to reduce gender-specific crimes, gender-based violence and gender 
inequality. 
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"Women's rights are an essential part of the overall human rights 
agenda, trained on the equal dignity and ability to live in freedom all 
people should enjoy." 
 
- Ruth Bader Ginsburg 
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1: Introduction 
 
"While the potential of women is recognized at the international level, this potential will not be 
realized until conditions improve – often dramatically – in countries and communities. Too many 
complex factors, often rooted in social and cultural norms, continue to hinder the ability of women 
and girls to achieve their potential and benefit from social advances." ~ Dr Margaret Chan 
 
Over the last three decades, violence against women has become a matter of major public and 
academic interest (Gill 2009, 2). Defined in the Declaration on the Elimination of Violence 
against Women by the United Nations General Assembly (1993), violence against women is 
any act of “gender-based violence that results in or is likely to result in physical, sexual or 
psychological harm or suffering to women, including threats of acts such as coercion or 
arbitrary deprivation of liberty, whether occurring in public or in private life” (United Nations 
2015, 139). A form of discrimination occurring in all societies and to varying degrees, the 
increasing awareness of violence against women has allowed for an intensified investigation 
into gender-specific crimes which affects women from all over the world and has ultimately 
resulted in unjustifiable mortality. Rather than a new form of violence, gender-related killings 
are the extreme manifestation of existing forms of violence against women and fall under the 
broader concept of “femicide”. A violation of human rights, taking multiple forms and cutting 
across lines of income, class and culture, femicide occurs when there is a demonstrated 
connection between the crime and the female gender of the victim (ACUNS 2013, 4). It is a 
specific term to target a specific issue, unlike others which overlook the realities of inequality, 
oppression and systematic violence against women (Manjoo 2012, 6). 
 
Such killings are not isolated incidents that arise suddenly and unexpectedly, but occur in a 
continuum of violence (Manjoo 2012, 1). Rather than serving a specific purpose, such violence 
follows institutional logic ―to delineate and sustain hierarchical social relations of race, 
gender, sexuality and class and, thereby, to perpetuate the inequality of marginalized 
communities (Manjoo 2012, 5). Globally, the prevalence of different manifestations of gender-
related crimes is reaching alarming proportions with a continuous and pressing need to create 
and adopt new concepts and strategies to address this phenomenon.  Culturally and socially 
embedded, these manifestations continue to be accepted, tolerated or justified—with impunity 
and silence as the norm.  
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At the same time, norms can also stir into movement decisive actions. International norms 
underpin and incite much of the action taken within the global human rights regime; a diverse 
and multi-layered network of international institutions, governments, NGOs and civil society 
groups whose core purpose is to protect and promote human rights based on codified human 
rights law in a universally recognised regime of treaties, institutions and norms (Council on 
Foreign Relations 2013, 1). Globally, this regime has aimed to determine the causes and 
consequences as well as establish, uphold and enforce legal frameworks to address forms of 
violence against women. In doing so and grounded in a common respect, understanding and 
adherence to international human rights law, this regime encourages and promotes states’ 
responsibility to act with due diligence in the promotion and protection of women’s rights 
(Manjoo 2012, 3). These stakeholders have achieved marked success, though the 
institutionalization and implementation of different rights and norms is progressing at varying 
rates. It is the progress of implementing laws and norms brought about by a shift in perspective 
to incorporate gender and seek gender equality which forms the topic of this research paper. 
 
With earlier attention focused mainly on the effects of “harmful practices” on the health of 
women and children, it was not until the 1980’s and even much later, that more recognition 
was given to more practices that have become clearly acknowledged as forms of violence 
against women constituting gender-based discrimination and a violation of women’s human 
rights (UNDAW 2009, 2-3). While violence against women is carried out in numerous forms, 
this recognition has generated space for two harmful practices against women, that I will also 
use the term “gender-specific crime” to account for, to be highlighted within this paper as their 
pervasive existence has not yet ceased to be a reality. The first harmful practice is that of female 
infanticide (FI); used in this paper to encompass prenatal sex-selection and postnatal deliberate 
killing of female new-borns, which will be addressed in the respective case study of India. The 
second harmful practice is that of honour crimes (HC); crimes against women committed in 
the name of “honour”, which will be addressed in the respective case study of Turkey.  
 
Anchored in an ordered, gendered structure, these violent acts are part of a continuum, thereby 
making it necessary to examine the system in place and the norms at play aimed at effecting 
change. To gain an understanding of why these gender-specific crimes continue to exist in a 
world where the adoption, institutionalisation and normalisation of gender-related norms 
appear to be more difficult than others, it is necessary to assess the actions taken by the global 
human rights regime and how they have been reconceptualised and applied at a national level 
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to promote gender equality. By analysing the data available which measure or illustrate the 
prevalence of these crimes in two separate case studies, one can compare the differences in 
outcomes and examine the implications for norm internationalisation, specifically when it 
comes to ensuring gender equality in different contexts. It is hoped that by redirecting attention 
to this pertinent issue, more females will be able to realise the most fundamental human right, 
namely the right to life, allowing them to benefit from a society conducive to reaching their 
full potential. Captured in the words of Kofi Annan, the seventh secretary general of the United 
Nations (UN), “When women thrive, all of society benefits, and succeeding generations are 
given a better start in life.” 
 
Aims and Rationale 
 
The intention of this paper is to offer a feminist assessment of the norms, structures and laws 
in place to deal with gender-specific crimes, at both an international and national level, and to 
ascertain the impact of efforts to bring about a decrease in the prevalence of gender-based 
discrimination and violence, characterised in part by the harmful practices of female infanticide 
in India and honour crimes in Turkey. Firstly, the paper discusses the literature surrounding the 
theoretical understandings of violence against women which has allowed for gender-specific 
crimes to be extensively highlighted in recent years and the introduction and role of gender as 
a tool of analysis in enabling combative frameworks as part of the global human rights regime 
to tackle these issues. Secondly, after establishing a conceptual framework to better understand 
the life cycle of norms pertaining to gender equality, this paper then conducts an exploration 
into the global human rights regime, including the different frameworks, instruments and 
mechanisms currently established at an international level, which seek to end violence against 
women and specifically address female infanticide and honour crimes.  
 
By conducting this academic enquiry, an informed assessment of the process from the point 
where international law is formed and then translated, appropriated, upheld and enforced by 
national law in order to combat gender-specific crimes can be constructed. In doing so, the 
interplay of norms in this course of action will evaluated, as will the question that arises of why 
gender-related norms appear to be so difficult to adopt. Under the realm of harmful practices, 
the two gender-specific crimes of female infanticide and honour crimes will be highlighted, 
defined and contextualised in contemporary times. The causes, indicators, consequences, 
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implications and criticisms of these practices will also be reflected upon. From the initial 
introduction of these practices to the international agenda and the frameworks put in place by 
the global human rights regime, to the application of combative efforts in the two different case 
studies of India and Turkey to attempt to reduce them, the practical process in place, 
underpinned by norms concerned with gender equality, that aims to cause a decrease in the 
prevalence of these acts can be examined and investigated.  
 
This type of research is necessary as it contributes to the existing and future knowledge about 
the incorporation of gender analyses and recommendations into international frameworks to 
combat global gender inequities, assesses aspects of norm diffusion, dissemination, adoption 
and compliance and helps to determine the level of success achieved by these frameworks by 
examining the outcomes and remaining obstacles. This research aids investigations into the 
consistencies, discrepancies and inadequacies evident in both the frameworks and in their 
implementation at an international and national level. It also assists policymakers and 
individuals at all levels to uncover potential resistance to, as well as the actual reasons for, the 
manifestation of harmful practices against women thereby allowing room to specifically target 
problem areas, dismantle harmful ideas and challenge cultural behaviours that promote a 
breeding ground for gender-specific crimes to occur as commonplace. Consequently, such 
research assigns space to a) recognise existing effective methods and obstacles, b) propose 
alternative methods for an overall decrease in gender-specific crimes and c) ideally result in 
potential changes being made in efforts to combat the issue as well as an increased success 
when attempting to influence matters at a national level by the global human rights regime. 
 
Globally, the use of gender as an analytical tool in International Relations has helped to bring 
about an elevated degree of awareness surrounding gender-based violence and crimes. It has 
illustrated that some groups of people, across all levels in society, are more vulnerable than 
others and that the cause of such crimes arise from a multitude of sources and for a variety of 
different reasons which need an eclectic and multifaceted approach to begin to resolve them. 
Hence, this awareness and the ongoing work striving for gender equality by eradicating such 
harmful practices, has inspired the choice of this topic which deals with an issue of great 
magnitude that affects individuals, particularly women, on a global level. Especially in the 
current political climate, where even though there has been a definitive push towards gender 
equality, there is still not enough attention being given to these issues or empirical research 
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being conducted for that matter, specifically into the crimes themselves and to the processes 
that follow from implementing international law into a national context.  
 
By examining the links, disjunctions, nuances and interplay between these levels, my concern 
lies with viewing how policies influenced by norms filter down and become absorbed and 
moulded by the very communities affected, as well as what obstacles remain which hinder 
progress. By establishing a good understanding of the processes that take place on different 
levels, it may be far easier to recognise weaknesses within the system, identify solutions and 
meet the goals outlined by the global human rights regime to minimise the destabilising effects 
of gender-based violence and for progress towards gender equality to accelerate. Regrettably, 
in many countries, these crises viewed as “women’s issues”, are not at the forefront of any 
agenda and are consequently relegated to a lesser, if not non-existent, position of importance. 
 
Thus, the knowledge acquired within this field of study is significant as it once again highlights 
the prioritisation of gender equality to resolve a global issue and is vital in demonstrating that 
there needs to be efficient and successful responses by all involved and at every level. The 
success or failure of states in combatting this violence has implications far beyond states’ 
borders, as gender inequality holds back the growth of individuals, the development of 
countries and the evolution of societies, to the disadvantage of both women and men. 
 
Research Question 
 
This research paper offers a feminist assessment of existing norms, structures and laws by 
exploring the international framework in place to deal with gender-specific crimes, evaluating 
how this impacts national law and establishing the factors resulting in success or failure when 
attempting to effectively tackle these crimes within case specific countries.  
 
Main Research Question:  
 
To what extent has the global human rights regime addressed gender-specific crimes such as 
female infanticide and honour crimes; how has this impacted national law regarding these 
practices and what are the resulting outcomes in the prevalence of these acts?  
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Sub Questions:  
 
1. What is the role and impact of norms relating to gender rights upon adoption and adherence 
by states to international law frameworks?  
2. In order to tackle these harmful practices, how have these international frameworks and 
instruments been adopted, reconceptualised and implemented at a national level in the chosen 
cases of India and Turkey?  
3. Has the adoption of certain international frameworks compiled by the global human rights 
regime decreased the national prevalence of these gender-specific crimes within these two 
cases? If not, why not?  
 
Caveats and Clarifications 
 
This paper takes as its starting point that gender can be defined as a relational concept where 
both men and women live as gendered beings and male and female identities develop in relation 
to each other and in complementarity in the context of the “whole society” (El-Bushra and 
Gardner 2016, 444). Using gender as a conceptual and theoretical tool means to look at the 
whole context of society, not just a part of it, to see that vulnerability, opportunities, constraints 
and the impact of change affect women and men, as well as to better improve conditions for 
all. It is an inclusive term that must not be mistakenly understood to pertain only to women. It 
is also erroneous to view men solely as perpetrators and women solely as victims as behaviour, 
actions, and socially and culturally constructed roles intersect and overlap. It follows that it is 
not a fact nor an aim of this paper to state that these gender-specific crimes only ever affect 
women, are only ever perpetuated by men or to generalise across the board.  
 
However, at the same time, the following clarification is necessary for the purposes of this 
paper. The definition of “gender-specific” is something intended for only one sex or indicates 
that the focus falls on only one gendered group (commonly understood as either male or 
female). For years, it has been widely acknowledged and proven that the majority of persons 
disproportionately affected by gender-based violence and gender-specific crimes are women 
and girls, as a result of the unequal distribution of power in society between women and men. 
As such, they suffer specific and exacerbated consequences on account of gender 
discrimination, lower socio-economic status, fewer available options and less resources at their 
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disposal to avoid or escape situations and to seek justice. Accordingly, these violent crimes do 
exist, and for the purposes of this research topic, women will form the focus group as they are 
disproportionately targeted and affected due to the nature of the gender-specific crimes of 
female infanticide and honour crimes.  
 
Research Design and Methodology 
 
To facilitate the assessment of the global human rights regime in combating gender-specific 
crimes, a post-positivist approach will be taken to understand current phenomena as this 
approach does not claim to provide universal answers but seeks to ask questions instead about 
the ways the status-quo promotes certain power relations. It is such that due to existing power 
relations, the gender-specific crimes of female infanticide and honour crimes exist and continue 
to occur. These have been selected specifically for my research, not because they have the 
highest prevalence or that they surpass others in terms of importance but because they a) are 
very topical and relevant issues in need of resolution and far more attention, b) their prevalence 
can illustrate the impact of gender-related norms and c) relate to the much broader issue of 
overlooked and unresolved gender-based violence. 
 
With this research, a deductive approach will be used to generate observations and findings 
using existing theoretical and conceptual frameworks. First and foremost, this research is 
grounded in feminist international relations theories in order to conduct an analysis of this 
topic. The use of a conceptual framework of norms will also allow for the testing of theory. 
The collection and analysis of quantitative data, along with qualitative document analysis and 
interpretation, will create a more holistic understanding of the aspects covered in the topic. 
 
This research paper will make more use of qualitative methods than quantitative due to the 
nature of the topic. On one hand, qualitative research is argued to be more compatible with 
feminism as it provides greater opportunity for feminist sensitivity to come to the fore and is 
less controlling with codifying strict research methods so as to allow for a more multi-faceted 
research approach. It permits more space for the goals of feminist research to conduct research 
specifically for women as is done in this paper to confront the issue of gender-specific crimes 
(Bryman 2012, 411). Qualitative research will also allow this paper to look at other aspects that 
are part of these practices, such as norms, that cannot be fully covered by scientific indicators. 
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Subsequently, I will use the theoretical work and conception of norm realisation by Finnemore 
and Sikkink (1998) to construct a conceptual framework that defines internationally agreed 
upon standards found in numerous international instruments against which to measure the 
degree of realisation, adoption and adherence of gender-related norms within my case studies.  
I will then build upon this framework in my analysis with the work of Amitav Acharya (2004), 
concerning the localisation of norms. 
 
On the other hand, using quantitative methods will allow for the use of scientific methods to 
explain if gender-specific crimes have been addressed and what the resulting outcomes in the 
prevalence of these acts are, as a result of the global human rights regime and its impact on 
national law and policies. These outcomes will be based on official statistics, measures and 
indicators that are currently available, recent, credible and representative in as much as they 
possibly can be. Despite the existence of numerous statistics, I will mainly reference those 
specifically published in a collaborative report by the United Nations, The Worlds Women 
2015: Trends and Statistics as it provides the latest statistics and analysis on the status of 
women and men at global and regional levels, reviewing the progress towards gender equality 
over the last 20 years (United Nations 2015, 3). 1 This data goes a long way in providing 
valuable information about gender-specific crimes, which can theoretically be measured, in 
order to illustrate their prevalence or infrequency. Recognisably, quantitative research has 
managed to capture some of the worst excesses of discrimination against women which may 
not have come to light were it not for the collection and analysis of statistics revealing this 
discrimination. This factual evidence is what has allowed the case for legislation to be created 
and enacted, even if there is still much more to be achieved (Bryman 2012, 411). Hence, a 
combination of the two methods have been incorporated in the research methodology. 
 
Additionally, my research design utilises a comparative case-based study to answer the 
research question posed. This is because a case study analysis intensifies the focus of this paper 
by incorporating practical examples, it favours precision over scope and it adds credibility in 
that it grounds both the qualitative and quantitative research being undertaken in this paper. 
While gender-specific crimes happen in countries around the world, India will be used as the 
case study for female infanticide and Turkey will be used as the case study for honour crimes. 
                                                 
1 See the section “Moving Forward on Gender Statistics” and “Technical Note” which documents the 
availability, methodology, process and assessment of data in compiling the relevant gender statistics. This is 
further discussed in the “Limitations” section of this paper. 
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Both countries illustrate a context for the occurrence of one distinct, prevalent gender-specific 
crime and have been chosen due to the presence of data or content to engage with, the existence 
of a high level of gender inequality or the grave statistics that speak of the extent of the 
phenomenon of these crimes in these cases. What is also important to note is that even though 
the cases are not directly comparable, the mechanism through which international norms 
concerning gender-based discrimination have been adopted, the extent to which this has 
occurred, the success or failure experienced and the reason for the outcome can be compared.   
More importantly, both countries are signatories to legally binding frameworks such as the 
Convention of the Elimination of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) and the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC). India ratified CEDAW, signing on July 30, 1980 
and deposited on July 9, 1993 and CRC, signing and ratifying with some reservations on 11 
December, 1992. Turkey acceded to CEDAW and deposited on December 20, 1985 and CRC, 
signing on 14 December 1990 (United Nations 2016). Once again, this speaks to their 
suitability as cases for this research topic. Understandably regarded due to their part of an 
existing, ordered and gendered societal structure, their purpose is not to generalise or be 
representative of all cases but to serve as examples of how or if the global human rights regime 
has had any impact upon the prevalence of these crimes. 
 
What must be noted is that this is a two-stage process which looks at the process of tackling 
the prevalence of gender-specific crimes at an international level to the effective reduction of 
them at a national level by domestic policies that address economic and cultural causes for 
these practices. Grounded in the conceptual framework of norms, there is a standard against 
which one can measure how deeply embedded the norms pertaining to these two gender-
specific crimes have become in national structures and whether or not this has resulted in a 
behaviour change, allowing one to notice at what level the process has become moribund and 
what has caused this. It is hoped that these specific cases will yield interesting findings and 
valuable knowledge as they are critical cases for the field of research associated with this topic. 
 
Limitations 
 
Not all of what can be, has been stated and explored, and there is far more information that can 
be covered and noted on this topic. However, due to being limited by the length of this paper 
and in keeping my research and findings as concise as possible, I have aimed to effectively 
16 
 
answer my research question. By narrowing my focus, it is not to discount all the other 
contributions of actors and frameworks involved in matters concerning this topic, particularly 
at a regional or civil society level. 
 
Regarding case studies, there is always some difficulty of access to complete and 
comprehensive evidence and statistics. This is a limitation in that I rely on the systems in place 
for recording, and on the data that has already been collected that may not directly reflect 
gender-specific crimes. Even though the evidence used contributes to the holistic and 
multifaceted research conducted for this paper, it is not entirely free from error but must be 
granted a small margin for bias, misrepresentation and exclusion. It is important to remember 
that “gender statistics” are still far from satisfactory and many gaps exist in terms of data 
availability, quality, comparability and timeliness, even for basic indicators. The comparability 
of gender statistics at national and international levels is also problematic, mostly due to 
differences in sources, definitions, concepts and methods used to obtain the data, particularly 
in the case study of Turkey. Even if and when information is collected, it is often not tabulated 
and disseminated to allow for meaningful gender analysis. However, for future research, new 
methodological guidelines have been produced by international organizations, with the aim to 
improve the availability, quality and international comparability of gender statistics (United 
Nations 2015, 16). 
 
Regarding methodology and the use of more qualitative than quantitative data, I am aware that 
there remains the difficulty of replicating this study, precisely because it is more unstructured 
and relies upon the researchers’ ingenuity, research concentrations and decisions. However, 
this paper touches on a very real problem – one that is likely to compound and quantify should 
real and direct action not be taken. What is significant is that this research is a step in the right 
direction of what may form part of a study which allows the exploration of common factors 
that contribute to gender-specific crimes and identifies how they may be effectively combatted 
by the outcomes and instruments created by gender-related norms. 
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2: Literature Review 
 
Academic knowledge on gender is multidisciplinary and encompasses a variety of strands of 
work. Central to the branch of feminist theories that entered international relations in the late 
1980’s and 1990’s, is the idea that gender matters and that it can be applied as a tool of analysis 
to reformulate and aid understandings of key concepts within international relations (Goldstein 
& Pevehouse 2012, 110). International relations (IR) feminist theories question dichotomised 
distinctions that have consequences for women, men and global politics. By using gender as 
an essential analytical tool and through their interwoven work concerning critiquing existing 
structures, challenging traditional concepts of gender, drawing attention to gender 
subordination and increasing gender emancipation, they demonstrate how vital women are as 
individuals, to the community, to the state and by extension, the international community as 
well as aim to bring about change to improve the lives of women and society overall (Tickner 
and Sjoberg 2013, 206). 
 
As an appendage or alternative, feminist theory, provides explanations that often differ from 
both realist and liberal theories (Goldstein and Pevehouse 2012, 121). In sharing a post-
positivist commitment, feminist theory examines the relationship between knowledge and 
power. This means that the international system is viewed as constituting socially constructed 
gender hierarchies which contribute to gender subordination so a focus is placed on the micro-
level and the lives of individuals who affect and are affected by global politics to reveal and 
dismantle harmful hierarchies (Tickner and Sjoberg 2013, 207). These individuals, specifically 
women, suffer the most when it comes to gender-based violence and gender-specific crimes. 
 
Over the last three decades, gender-based violence (particularly violence against women) has 
become a matter of major public and academic interest (Gill 2009, 2). This increasing 
awareness, due in part to the work of feminist IR scholars who have elevated gender as an 
important analytical and conceptual category and broadened the traditional notion and 
understanding of security, has allowed for an intensified investigation into gender-specific 
crimes which affect women from all over the world and contributed to the evolution of 
international law frameworks to incorporate a diversity of aims, strategies, methods and 
perspectives to tackle these issues. Combatting these issues and securing gender rights has 
become a common theme within the feminist literature related to my research topic. 
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According to one of these leading feminist IR scholars within this literature, J Ann Tickner, 
the central concern of feminist IR theory is to understand the subordination of women socially 
and politically and work toward methods for ending it (Tickner 1992, 11). J Ann Tickner (1992; 
2001), Cynthia Enloe (2004) and Carol Cohn (1993; 2008) have all contributed extensively to 
understanding the gendered origins of IR and issues of security with feminist scholars broadly 
defining security – as the diminution of all forms of violence, including physical, structural and 
ecological - in multidimensional and multilevel terms (Tickner and Sjoberg 2013, 213). By 
noting that security begins with the individual or community and is demonstrated by IR 
feminists as relating to national and international politics and vice versa, one is able to see how 
the security of individuals and groups is compromised by violence at all levels and allows for 
the threats to security faced by women in general to be emphasised (Tickner 2001, 62). 
 
Following them, scholars such as Cynthia Cockburn (2004), Donna Pankhurst (2007) and Irene 
Fiala (2008) have noted the gender dynamics surrounding security. Cockburn (2004, 28) has 
discussed the continuum of violence where gender power is seen to shape the dynamics of 
every site of human interaction, from the household to the international arena, and it structures 
the social sphere upon which individuals and the community depend on. Pankhurst (2007, 6) 
has investigated the concept, range and limitations of the state, especially when it comes to its 
policies being instrumental in either being helpful, harmful or inadequate for women. Fiala 
(2008, 50) has been instrumental in noting that threats to individual security are becoming more 
commonplace due to attempts to reconcile, recreate or withhold from conforming to previously 
established gendered roles as men and women acquire transformed gender roles. 
 
Other feminist scholars, such as Anuradha Mitra Chenoy and Achin Vanaik (2001, 123) have 
investigated the promotion of peace, security and conflict resolutions via a gender balance in 
decision making. Most importantly, they offer a feminist critique of the structures of decision 
making and specifically touch on rethinking the notion of national security, relating it to wider 
and deeper social needs, such as striving for economic well-being and social cohesion. Caroline 
Moser (1989, 1804) has contributed her thoughts on how to meet practical and strategic gender 
needs in policy and practice in a paper on gender planning in order to contribute to the 
recognition of the role that women play in development. Gender biases, as stumbling blocks to 
effective development policies, are also explored by Jacqueline de Matos Ala (1997, 1), who 
stresses that most women, irrespective of their ethnicity, class or socio-economic category, are 
at a relative disadvantage to men with regards to income, assets, education, information and 
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political influence. These contributions are of particular significance for gender-specific crimes 
as they relate to the economic and cultural reasons for these practices to occur and tie in with 
illuminating the gender subordination that occurs at every level along with the conditions which 
allow for its increased prevalence. 
 
Collectively, the work of scholars involved in feminist IR has contributed extensively to our 
understanding of global politics by agreeing and illustrating that gender relationships are 
everywhere and therefore gender subordination can exist at all levels (Tickner and Sjoberg 
2013, 219). The gaps between traditional and contemporary notions of security have been 
lessened as the concept of security has been broadened and a clear recognition has manifested 
of its effects on individuals as well as how notions of security affect and will continue to affect 
each gender differently unless substantial reforms are made at all levels to combat the 
inequality behind established gender roles. This notion of security is one that is constantly 
threatened by gender-based violence where gender-specific crimes are, and continue to need to 
be, brought to the forefront of the international agenda so as to be tackled by the global human 
rights regime and have the causes be dismantled by national policies. 
 
However, one of the main criticisms to emerge out of feminist theory itself is the strand of post-
colonial feminism. Post-colonialism theory aspires to a universalism based on deliberation and 
contestation among diverse political entities with the aim of reaching functional agreement on 
questions of global concern by embracing hybridity and escaping problematic legacies of 
gendered exclusion (Grovogui 2013, 263 -264). I emphasise this as a critique as it relates to the 
research topic at hand because post-colonialism highlights the insufficiencies of current 
international norms as a means to international justice. This is due to the concern over whose 
universal norms and values are endorsed, how norms are attained and for what purpose; a 
matter to be both aware and wary of when implementing global rights, values and norms 
(Grovogui 2013, 248).  
 
Furthermore, post-colonial feminist theorists challenge western portrayals of women in 
developing countries as poor, uneducated and victimised and they claim that ethnocentric 
universalism robs women of their historical and political agency when it does in fact exist 
(Tickner and Sjoberg 2013, 212). Post-colonial feminist theory also criticises the treatment of 
women as a homogenous category as this does not acknowledge differences between women 
depending on their culture, social class, race and geographical location (Mohanty 2003). Some 
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of the constructed knowledge about non-western women remains an issue as it is criticised for 
its false assumptions about universality when in truth, women’s realities are very different and 
they have different needs; a fact that needs to be taken far more into account by policy makers 
(Tickner and Sjoberg 2013, 212). 
 
Hence, there remains unresolved tensions between “universalistic” and “relativistic” 
approaches in the establishment of standards and strategies from a global human rights 
perspective. The difference between what may be considered universal rights or norms and 
cultural relativism is a matter of contention, especially when it comes to tackling harmful 
practices against women in culturally sensitive ways and to a lesser extent, arguing for certain 
practices as a cultural right. While the level of support for harmful practices against women is 
in the minority, it is significant to note that the main concern of post-colonial feminist theory 
is not to seek justifications but to redress gender subordinations within their own cultural 
context, rather than through some universal understanding of women’s needs (Tickner and 
Sjoberg 2013, 212). Thus, cultural relativism can be partially resolved when it is made clear 
by local civil society that cultural customs are harmful to women and are in violation of 
international human rights standards. 
 
Having reviewed the literature related to the topic of this research paper, considering the 
emerging norms on gender and security, and that there exists a sophisticated body of feminist 
literature that addresses the gender bias inherent in traditional approaches to security, one 
would expect international approaches and domestic activities to address gender as a central 
constituent of all policies (Alden 2010, 1). IR scholars (not only feminist IR scholars), typically 
recognise that gender-based violence violates human rights and take note of the opportunities 
for advancing women’s rights and gender equality via the global human rights regime and its 
influence and impact upon the national and domestic levels. Even though feminist theories are 
still finding a solid footing within international relations, some disagreement occurs over the 
right approach and there remain unanswered questions in this area. Still, the knowledge exists, 
different concepts and theories are being utilised, and various research methods and strategies 
employed to apply theoretical concepts and understanding to practical cases. 
 
Thus, this paper has provided an overview of a field of study through a reasonably 
comprehensive assessment and critical reading of the literature (Bryman 2012, 102). Although 
extensive research exists on the general topic, less research has specifically targeted the two 
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gender-specific crimes focused on by this paper, particularly honour crimes. Furthermore, 
previous published research about gender-related norms and what exactly makes them so 
difficult to implement in different contexts is limited, as this is still a new and dynamic area of 
research. To locate my own research on this topic, which is informed and influenced by the 
above literature, is to compile an assessment of the process between an international and 
national level to see how norms filter down and of the outcomes of how effectively they are 
adopted and achieved through policies, law and adherence. This is to further close the gaps in 
terms of the prevailing explanations for the disjuncture between policy formulation, 
implementation and a continued system in many cases where women remain disproportionately 
affected by gender discrimination and violence. 
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3: Norms: A Conceptual Framework 
 
The notion of norms and shared understandings of legitimate behaviour is a concept that falls 
under the constructivist school of thought. Norms can be defined as “a standard of appropriate 
behaviour for actors with a given identity” and are stated to not only constrain behaviour but 
also constitute the identities of actors (Finnemore and Sikkink 1998, 891; Fierke 2013, 190). 
They carry prescriptive force, embody established codes of what actors should or shouldn’t do 
in certain circumstances and are widely understood to have moral weight (Erskine 2013, 46). 
Norms rely on a majority of actors to share the same assessment before being called a norm. 
They may be regional but not global, are continuous rather than dichotomous entities and come 
in varying strengths commanding different levels of agreement.  
 
When looking at normative international relations theory, the following three insights are 
central: 1) norms matter in world politics; 2) sites of value affect issues of inclusion and 3) the 
global realm is one of moral agents and, therefore, moral responsibilities (Erskine 2013, 46). 
Although not every state will agree on an international norm, what the norm is and who it 
applies to, norms are widely understood to be grounded in convention, in notions or as 
constructs and hold a certain amount of value. Arguably, scepticism exists over universal 
agreement and adherence or that there is unanimous agreement of the source of authority for 
such principles, as touched on by post-colonialism (Erskine 2013, 46).  
 
However, Mervyn Frost argues that the existence of what are known as “settled norms”; 
principles which may not be universally observed or uniformly grounded but profoundly affect 
our actions and the way we justify them, makes moral norms within the international system 
identifiable and significant (Erskine 2013, 46). With gender equality emerging as a norm and 
achieving in part the process of “norm cascade”, where norms acquire a common-sense quality 
such that they are set as the standard and become unchallenged, it becomes increasingly 
difficult to deny that norms do not matter in world politics (Dunne 2013, 148). It is further 
argued that international politics still has an unavoidable ethical dimension and that the moral 
agents in world politics, such as states, have both agency and responsibility to perform and be 
accountable in their duties, such as upholding key agreements and enforcing laws, such as those 
pertaining to gender equality aims, resulting in the continued importance of norms (Gilardi 
2012; Björkdahl 2010; Hurrell 2002).  
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There is also scholarly criticism of the difficulty of measuring normative and ideational 
phenomena which has, in the past, been pushed aside for methodological reasons. Academic 
critics posit theoretical approaches as remaining underspecified and failing to more adequately 
explain the normative and social structures present in global politics, the mechanisms through 
which they work and the variance in their effects, especially as the influence of a norm depends 
on the ways in which it is processed by the social environment (Checkel 1998). However, the 
evaluative and prescriptive character of norms opens the way for a long-overdue conversation 
with political theory and ethics and how to bridge the gap between what “is” in the world and 
what “ought to be”. Norm researchers have also been able to provide explanations where other 
theories cannot and their work remains essential for meaningful theoretical debate and 
defensible empirical work (Finnemore and Sikkink 1998, 891; 916). 
 
Some of the most relevant and well known work that has been conducted is expanded upon by 
Martha Finnemore and Kathryn Sikkink who examine norms, norm diffusion and why they 
matter in their 1998 piece of work, International Norm Dynamics and Political Change. I draw 
upon their work specifically to form the conceptual framework for my research as it has vital 
insight and implications for my assessment and response, particularly as they focus on the role 
norms play in political change; both the ways in which norms themselves change and the ways 
in which they change other features of the political landscape. Their main argument involves 
the evolution of norms in a patterned “life cycle” and that different behavioural logics dominate 
different segments of the life cycle (Finnemore and Sikkink 1998, 887-888). 
 
Finnemore and Sikkink discuss the “life cycle” of norms which involves a three-stage process: 
“norm emergence”, “norm acceptance” / “norm cascade” and “internationalisation”. The 
characteristic mechanism of the first stage, norm emergence, is persuasion by norm 
entrepreneurs who attempt to convince a critical mass of states (norm leaders) to agree on and 
embrace new norms. The first two stages are divided by a threshold or ‘‘tipping’’ point, at 
which agreement is widespread amongst a critical mass of relevant state actors who adopt the 
norm (Finnemore and Sikkink 1998, 892-893). Although convincing quantitative empirical 
support exists for the idea of a norm tipping point and norm cascades, there is not yet a 
theoretical account for why norm tipping occurs, nor criteria for specifying where, when, and 
how to expect it. Finnemore and Sikkink propose that norm tipping rarely occurs before one-
third of the total states in the system adopt the norm.  Once this has been reached, a different 
dynamic begins (1998, 901). 
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Finnemore and Sikkink further posit that it matters which states adopt the norm as some states 
are critical to a norm’s adoption; others are less so. What constitutes a ‘‘critical state’’ will vary 
from issue to issue, but critical states may have a certain moral stature or are those without 
which the achievement of the substantive norm goal is compromised. Although cascades 
require support from some critical states, unanimity among them is not essential (1998, 901-
902). With an interplay between domestic and international norms, this second stage is 
characterized more by a dynamic of imitation as the norm leaders attempt to socialize other 
states to become norm followers; making socialisation a dominant mechanism of norm cascade. 
Finnemore and Sikkink also argue that a combination of pressure for conformity; desire to 
enhance international legitimation where an important condition for domestic receptiveness to 
international norms is a need for international legitimation, as states may look towards 
endorsing international norms during periods of turmoil; and the desire of state leaders to 
enhance their self-esteem facilitate the second stage of norm cascades which, for different 
reasons, have varied impacts through the rest of the population. This is indicative of the crucial 
fact that domestic norms are deeply entwined with the workings of international norms and that 
international norms must always work their influence through the filter of domestic structures 
and domestic norms, which can produce important variations in compliance and interpretation 
of these norms. Consequently, a two-level norm game occurs in which the domestic and 
international levels are increasingly linked (1998, 893-895). 
 
Thirdly, norm internalization occurs when norms acquire a taken-for-granted quality and are 
no longer a matter of broad public debate. Completion of the ‘‘life cycle’’, which can be 
thought of as the norm’s pattern of influence, is not an inevitable process as many emergent 
norms fail to reach a tipping point, while others are more likely to succeed. Finnemore and 
Sikkink hypothesise that the prominence of a norm that is viewed as successful and desirable 
makes it more likely to diffuse, as set by the example of gender equality reached in Iceland, 
that the intrinsic characteristics of a norm may also determine its influence and that the 
expansion of international organisations, as part of the global human rights regime, contribute 
to the acceleration process of addressing and negotiating on a broad range of normative issues 
(1998, 909). Different base mechanisms, such as professional training, integration, iterated 
behaviour and habit, exist to socialise people to value certain things above others and 
consolidate and internalise norms. Thus, internalized or cascading norms may eventually 
become the prevailing standard of appropriateness against which new norms emerge and 
compete for support (1998, 895). 
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Finnemore and Sikkink’s work is of particular relevance when using norms and norm 
appropriation as a conceptual framework. It allows one to identify the influence of norms, to 
understand the different social processes and logics of action involved at different stages in a 
norm’s life cycle and to address questions of the motivation behind norm compliance, costs of 
norm-violation or benefits from norm adherence as well as the changes that take place which 
are characterised by different actors, motives and mechanisms of influence. What is also 
significant, is the behaviour of actors that follows, be it norm-breaking behaviour that generates 
disapproval or stigma or norm-conforming behaviour that produces praise or no reaction at all, 
as in the case of a highly-internalised norm (1998, 895). This is key to understanding gender 
norms at present, how they vary depending on the social environment, as well as why and how 
they need to be advanced further than policies and laws to effectively become naturalised and 
incite real change in tackling gender-specific crimes. 
 
A strong correlation between feminist international relations theories, norms as a conceptual 
framework and the research topic has been identified. Therefore, feminist international 
relations theories which are integral to exposing the structures and hierarchies that contribute 
to gender subordination will be used as a theoretical foundation, along with the conceptual 
framework of norm diffusion and appropriation, to ground the assessment of the global human 
rights regime, how it deals with gender-specific crimes and the different ways these 
recommended frameworks are reconceptualised at a national level. 
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4: International Instruments 
 
Female infanticide, encapsulated within the phenomenon of “missing women”, was conveyed 
to the international community in 1990 by Nobel Laureate, Amartya Sen, alerting the 
international community to the more than 100 million women missing from this world due to 
certain harmful practices distorting natural sex-ratios and resulting in differential gender 
mortality (Sharma 2013, 1). Honour crimes, despite the probability of numbers being much 
greater as definitive and reliable estimates do not exist, was extensively highlighted in 2000 by 
a UN report estimating 5000 honour killings every year (Sadik 2000, 29). The extent of these 
acts, to have garnered international attention, begs the question: what international instruments 
and corpus of legislation existed and subsequently developed to tackle these harmful practices 
and provide the norms on the protection of women’s lives against violence?  
 
It has often been noted that the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948) and other key 
human rights instruments are “gender neutral” in that they are based on an assumption that the 
“human condition is gender free” (Hailé 2007, 5). Many of these agreements focus on violence 
against an individual by the state and not on individual acts of violence against another 
individual. This has resulted in legal systems and public policy frameworks often overlooking 
the crisis of violence against women and girls as well as a failure to protect the rights and well-
being of survivors or punish perpetrators, thereby illustrating social biases that tolerate violence 
(UN Women 2016b). With domestic violence and harmful traditional practices often viewed 
as private matters “outside justice”, the issue of violence against women and girls has moved 
from the shadows to the foreground in the last three decades. Even with existing legislation, 
the importance of enacting specific legislation, numerous provisions and measures to address 
this issue has been the subject of a comprehensive legal and policy framework at an 
international level. Women’s rights advocates have also mobilized within and across countries 
and regions to secure significant changes in national, regional and international standards and 
policies addressing gender-based violence (UNFPA, UNIFEM and OSAGI 2005, 5).  
 
The first major landmark in redressing the recognized gender bias in human rights legislation, 
a formal commitment by the global community to end gender discrimination and one of the 
most fundamental declarations that recognises and condemns violence against women is the 
Convention on the Elimination of All forms of Discrimination against Women – CEDAW. 
Recognising that equal treatment of persons in unequal situations perpetuates rather than 
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challenges discrimination, it defines discrimination against women as "...any distinction, 
exclusion or restriction made on the basis of sex which has the effect or purpose of impairing 
or nullifying the recognition, enjoyment or exercise by women, irrespective of their marital 
status, on a basis of equality of men and women, of human rights and fundamental freedoms 
in the political, economic, social, cultural, civil or any other field" (UN Women 2009, 1).  
 
Often described as an international bill of rights for women, CEDAW was adopted in 1979 by 
the UN and instituted on 3 September 1981. It is legally binding, has the force of international 
law and has been ratified by 189 states out of 193 UN member states (Map 1, page 32). By 
accepting the Convention, states commit themselves to undertake a series of measures to end 
discrimination against women of all forms; in political life, education, employment, access to 
financial credit, health, family, marriage and other aspects of economic and social life, so that 
women can enjoy all their human rights and fundamental freedoms (UN Women 2009, 1). 
However, it has weak enforcement mechanisms, the acceptance of ratification with reservations 
remains problematic and its general recommendations, while providing much-needed 
clarification, are not legally binding. 
 
As the issue of harmful practices was less known at the time of drafting and CEDAW did not 
explicitly address gender-based violence, it included provisions that cover harmful practices as 
human rights violations and obliges states to take steps to ensure that they are prevented and 
eliminated. One of the non-legally binding developments in increasingly tackling this issue is 
the adoption of General Recommendation No. 19 (1992) which deals with the interpretation of 
Articles 2 and 3 in addressing violence against women. This clarifies that gender-based 
violence which impairs or nullifies the enjoyment by women of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms under general international law or under human rights conventions, is discrimination 
and violates the rights and freedoms of: (a) the right to life; (b) the right not to be subject to 
torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment; (c) the right to liberty and 
security of person; (d) the right to equal protection under the law; (e) the right to equality in 
the family; (f) the right to the highest standard attainable of physical and mental health and (g) 
the right to just and favourable conditions of work (UN Women 2009, 1). The declaration 
encompasses all forms of gender-based violence against women (physical, sexual and 
psychological), no matter in which context or setting they occur: in the family, in the 
community or violence perpetrated or condoned by the state, wherever it may occur, thereby 
noting specifically that violations in both public or private spheres are equally violations of 
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women’s rights and closing a gap of the original exclusion of women’s rights violations under 
the so-called private sphere (UNFPA and WAVE 2011, 1).  
 
This recommendation clarifies that states may also "be responsible for private acts if they fail 
to act with due diligence to prevent violations of rights or to investigate and punish acts of 
violence, and for providing compensation." This implies that states are responsible for inaction 
in preventing acts of gender-based violence acts and discriminatory practices. This advances 
compliance by increasing responsibility and creates more pressure for the submission of 
periodic reports and upholding of Committee decisions. It also provides an opportunity for 
women's organisations and others to raise concerns, via written shadow reports, and informal 
and formal meetings, to highlight any gaps between ratification and compliance (Klugman 
2017, 7). 
 
In addition, it advocates for changing cultural norms and stereotypes that maintain women’s 
inferiority and targets culture and tradition as influential forces shaping gender roles and family 
relations. Although these prejudices may justify gender-based violence as a form of protection 
of women, the negative impact of social customary and cultural practices which are based on 
the false idea of the innate inferiority or superiority of either sex or on stereotypical roles for 
men and women is highlighted (Hailé 2007, 5). It recommends that state parties should identify 
the nature and extent of attitudes, customs and practices that perpetuate violence against 
women and the kinds of violence that result, with effective measures being taken to overcome 
these attitudes and practices (UN Women 2009, 1). This is an explicit acknowledgement that 
there are practices perpetuated by culture and tradition which are harmful to the health of 
women and children, such as a preference for male children and acts of violence against 
women, thereby emphasising the responsibilities of states and non-state actors as well as 
establishing normative action and behaviour around the acts of female infanticide and honour 
crimes. 
 
In the same way, when female infanticide and honour crimes affects young women and girls, 
the Convention on the Rights of the Child (1989) can provide applicable standards and is 
legally binding. Although discrimination and acts of violence against girl children are not 
addressed specifically with the use of gender-neutral terms, as one of the most universally 
accepted human rights instruments, its set of non-negotiable standards and obligations spell out 
the rights to which every child is entitled; such as the right to survival, the right to develop to 
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the fullest and the right to protection from harmful influences, abuse and exploitation (OHCHR 
2017, 1). Article 19 (1) of the Convention requires states parties to “take all appropriate 
legislative, administrative, social and educational measures to protect the child from all forms 
of physical or mental violence, injury or abuse, neglect or negligent treatment, maltreatment or 
exploitation, including sexual abuse, while in the care of parent(s), legal guardian(s) or any 
other person…” Article 19 (2) elaborates on such protective measures, noting that they should 
“include effective procedures for the establishment of social programmes to provide necessary 
support for the child and for those who have the care of the child, as well as for other forms of 
prevention and for identification, reporting, referral, investigation, treatment and follow-up of 
instances of child maltreatment … and, as appropriate, for judicial involvement” (UN Women 
2012, 1). 
 
Two non-binding international instruments include the UN Declaration on the Elimination of 
Violence against Women (DEVAW) and the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action 
(1995). Under DEVAW, adopted by the UN General Assembly in 1993, a further call to end 
violence against women was made. Although it does not have binding legal authority, it is 
universal in coverage and a strong statement of principle to the international community further 
adding to existing frameworks. It defines violence against women as: “any act of gender-based 
violence that results in, or is likely to result in, physical, sexual or psychological harm or 
suffering to women, including threats of such acts, coercion or arbitrary deprivations of liberty, 
whether occurring in public or in private life” (UNFPA and WAVE 2011, 1). It is primarily 
concerned that violence against women is an obstacle to the achievement of equality, 
development and peace and that opportunities for women to achieve legal, social, political and 
economic equality in society are limited, inter alia, by continuing and endemic violence. It also 
emphasises the crucial responsibility of and urges states to continue to condemn violence 
against women and not invoke any custom, tradition or religious consideration to avoid their 
obligations with respect to its elimination. DEVAW focuses on giving precedence to women's 
rights before custom or tradition and puts emphasis on prevention, education and elimination 
of prejudices and practices which may put one of the sexes before the other (Prpic 2015, 5). 
 
The Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action (1995), which is used in many countries’ 
action plans on development, further expanded on the definition of DEVAW of violence 
against women to include: forced sterilisation, forced abortion, coerced or forced use of 
contraceptives, prenatal sex-selection and female infanticide. It specifically focused on the 
30 
 
situation of the girl child as a distinct “critical area of concern” for action and also recognised 
the particular vulnerabilities of women belonging to minorities, migrant communities, women 
living in impoverished rural or remote areas and the impacts of the feminisation of poverty. It 
calls upon states to “take urgent action to combat and eliminate violence against women, which 
is a human rights violation, resulting from harmful traditional or customary practices, cultural 
prejudices and extremism” (UN Women 2012, 1). Overall, it focuses on women’s 
empowerment and addresses twelve critical areas of concern where world leaders commit to a 
comprehensive range of proposals, measures and recommendations for law reform, policies, 
programmes and advocacy that would be implemented in cooperation with the UN system, 
regional and international financial institutions, other relevant regional and international 
institutions, non-governmental organizations, and women and men overall (UN Women 
2016a).  
 
Recognisably, there are other key documents and resolutions dedicated to gender equality 
issues and protecting women and girls from gender-based violence that have contributed to the 
development of international legal norms and jurisprudence (OSAGI 2016). These include; the 
Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action (1993) which explicitly stated that the human 
rights of women and of the girl child are an “inalienable, integral and indivisible part of 
universal human rights, the Plan of Action for the Elimination of Harmful Traditional Practices 
(1994), the Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and 
Development (1994), United Nations Security Council Resolution 1325 (UNSCR 1325): 
Women as Active Agents in Peace and Security (2000), the Millennium Development Goals  
(2000) and resolutions adopted by the intergovernmental bodies of the United Nations, 
European Union and the Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC), as well as passages 
contained within the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the International 
Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (UN Women 2016a).  
 
Various other initiatives drawing attention to this often silenced topic include the agreed upon 
conclusions of the UN Commission on the Status of Women aimed at keeping the theme of the 
girl child alive on its agenda in the post-Beijing period to reduce acts such as female infanticide 
and General Assembly Resolutions, such as the most recent resolution on the intensification of 
efforts to eliminate all forms of violence against women (A/RES/69/147), adopted in 2014, that 
calls on states to take measures towards that end in the areas of laws and policies, prevention, 
support services and responses, as well as data collection and research, with a special focus on 
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women facing multiple forms of discrimination (United Nations 2015, 141). Previous United 
Nations General Assembly resolutions adopted in 2000, 2002 and 2004, on so-called honour 
crimes, call on governments to intensify efforts to prevent and eliminate crimes against women 
committed in the name of honour by using, inter alia, legislative measures (UNDAW 2009, 8). 
They specifically state that measures necessary to overcome family violence include 
“legislation to remove the defence of honour in regard to the assault or murder of a female 
family member” (UN Women 2012). All of these international instruments have reinforced the 
importance of considering the “life cycle” (Figure 1), throughout which gender-based violence 
occurs, when eliminating discrimination and violence on the grounds of sex as a critical issue 
of concern (Heise, Pitanguy and Germain 1994). 
 
Figure 1. Life Cycle 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Heise, Lori L., Pitanguy, Jacqueline., and Germain, Adrienne. 1994. “Violence against women: The 
hidden health burden.” World Bank Discussion Paper no. 255. Washington: The World Bank. 
 
As a final point, violence against women, and the importance of enacting legislation to address 
such violence, has been the subject of a comprehensive legal and policy framework at an 
international level. In addition, over the past sixty years, numerous provisions in international 
legal and policy frameworks have called for legal measures to address “harmful practices” 
which encompass the acts of female infanticide and honour crimes (UNDAW 2009, 4). This 
forms part of the larger and ongoing struggle for gender equality. 
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Map 1. Formal Commitment to CEDAW 
 
Source: WomanStats. 2015. “Formal Commitment to CEDAW.” Accessed February 20. 
http://www.womanstats.org/substatics/ATC-SCALE-1-2015.jpg   
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5: Gender-Specific Crimes 
 
Female Infanticide 
 
``Overall, there is a social and cultural attitude where women are inferior -- and discrimination tends 
to start at birth.” ~ Shahla Zia 
 
Definition 
 
Female infanticide has been practised throughout history, by many societies of all backgrounds 
and on every continent. Remaining a critical concern in numerous countries, this practice 
continues mainly due to the belief rooted in various social norms that males are considered 
socially more valuable than women; a belief particularly evident in times of poverty and famine 
(ACHR 2016, 1). Female infanticide occurs in both urban and rural areas and has, in recent 
decades, been most noted in large parts of Asia and North Africa due to the statistics that speak 
of the extent of this phenomenon in these regions (ACUNS 2013, 80). One of the biggest 
consequences of this gender-specific crime, is a great imbalance between the sexes in some 
regions, which has untold effects that further normalise and entrench deeply embedded 
discrimination against women (Manjoo 2012, 20).  
 
There are various methods of carrying out female infanticide, both prenatally and postnatally. 
Often discussed as a closely related issue of female infanticide, female feticide refers to the 
destruction or abortion of a fetus through the modern practice of sex-selective abortion that has 
elevated the prevalence and changed the manner and form of this harmful act. A further prenatal 
practice is the physical and mental abuse or harm of pregnant women intent on causing a 
miscarriage or termination of pregnancy. While the distinction must be made between female 
feticide (prenatal sex-selection) and female infanticide/neglect of young girls (postnatal sex-
selection), female feticide cannot be disregarded as it is closely linked and contributes to many 
of the same consequences of an imbalanced sex-ratio (ACHR 2016, 1). Therefore, it will be 
incorporated under the broad term of female infanticide for the purposes of this paper.  
 
Prenatally, the misuse of technological advances such as ultrasound to determine the sex of a 
child has led to the subsequent selective abortion of female foetuses (Sharma 2013, 1). While 
not a cause itself, advances in technology are a mechanism through which prenatal sex-
selection has increased and at times, overtaken female infanticide as a means of gender 
discrimination. Though it has compounded the problem, it is necessary to note that it is not the 
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technology, but the misuse of it, that is responsible for the decreased number of females alive 
today. Pro-life arguments regarding the choices and rights of women and the call for abortions 
to be made illegal to reduce sex-selection abortions make no difference in this matter. 
Criminalising abortions does not reduce the incidence of abortions or the infanticide that occurs 
and these misconceptions merely detract from the issue of sex-selection and do not resolve this 
harmful practice (Sharma 2013, 1).  
 
Customarily understood, female infanticide refers to the intentional killing of new born female 
children based solely on gender (ACHR 2016, 1). Postnatally, female infanticide is carried out 
either directly where the infant is killed deliberately by means of suffocation, drowning, poison 
or head injuries; or indirectly by neglect, allowing death to occur due to dehydration, starvation, 
inadequate nutrition, failure to treat sickness, consistent abandonment and exposure to danger 
or other means. Female infanticide is usually difficult to report, because in most cases these 
deaths are concealed under the practice of abortion (albeit sex selective abortion), covered up 
as stillbirths or as unknown acts as the deaths of children simply not registered after birth are 
not reported and do not reflect in data reports.  
 
Indicators 
 
In the absence of manipulation, both the sex-ratio at birth and the population sex-ratio are 
remarkably constant in human populations with small alterations occurring naturally (Hesketh 
and Xing 2006, 13271). However, analysis of available national census data that provides 
detailed mappings of variations within countries and across social groups, indicates that in 
recent decades, sex-ratio imbalances have grown in favour of boy children and female mortality 
rates have remained high. Illustrating the intensity of gender discrimination and son preference, 
prenatal sex-selection leads to distorted levels of sex-ratio at birth, reaching between 110-120 
male births per 100 female births in several countries and postnatal sex-selection leads to 
elevated levels of mortality amongst female infants and children (UNFPA 2012, 2). The higher 
the mortality of females, the more it is an indicator of the neglect of girls and gender inequality. 
 
This distorted demographic male: female ratio (Map 2, page 39), is not a natural phenomenon 
but is attained through a deliberate elimination of females. Three main indicators are used to 
indicate gender imbalances of populations and illustrate the prevalence of female infanticide. 
They include: sex-ratios at birth, which illustrates only prenatal sex-selection; child sex-ratios 
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and mortality statistics recording deaths among female infants and girls which illustrates 
postnatal sex-selection such as post-birth mortality and selective neglect (ACHR 2016, 7).  
 
Causes 
 
Education, urbanization and economic development have significantly improved opportunities 
for women and girls over the last two decades. Yet, this well-documented progress in women’s 
status and gender equality has coincided with an inadequate improvement in the proportion of 
girls among children in many countries. Figure 2 summarises the main determinants of sex-
ratio variations from conception to adulthood, highlighting two types of factors (UNFPA 2012, 
16). On the left side are endogenous factors that are mostly biological or linked to the general 
social and economic environment. On the right side are factors that are directly related to social 
decisions and ultimately to gender preferences, including active and passive discrimination 
against girls. Two of the main causes of this harmful practice, which are evident across the 
board and which will be expanded upon, include a cultural preference for male sons and social 
and economic disparity. 
 
Figure 2. Factors affecting sex-ratios at different ages 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: UNFPA (United Nations Population Fund). 2012. “Sex Imbalances at Birth: Current Trends, 
Consequences and Policy Implications.” Thailand: UNFPA Asia and the Pacific Regional Office.  
Accessed February 5. https://www.unfpa.org/sites/default/files/pub-
pdf/Sex%20Imbalances%20at%20Birth.%20PDF%20UNFPA%20APRO%20publication%202012.pdf 
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Some of the more general causes of female infanticide include: intended population control 
whereby having fewer women means having a lower rate of reproduction in countries with an 
excess population; unwanted pregnancies which are generally due to a lack of access to 
affordable modern forms of birth control or medical abortions wanted by women or families 
do not have enough resources to take care of their children or they desire a certain type of child 
they believe will elevate their circumstances in the future; illegitimate births where pregnancy 
is a result of rape or has occurred outside of marriages causing such births to be highly 
undesirable and dishonourable; and inherent beliefs about “evil” derived from biological causes 
where if a child is born with a disability or abnormality they are killed (Sharma 2013, 1).  
 
One of the main causes, a cultural preference for sons, originates from the belief that males are 
inherently more valuable than females. Cultural preferences for boys extends to many 
countries, particularly those with an entrenched history of being predominantly male-centred 
and male-powered in political, social, economic and religious sectors. Also, it stems from 
requirements of patrilineal and patrilocal household structures, in which girls and women have 
a marginal social, economic and symbolic position, and consequently enjoy fewer rights 
(UNFPA 2012, 10).  
 
On one hand, the transmission of a family name, being a recipient of inheritance and the 
extension of family lineage is a common reason for desiring a son (Hesketh and Xing 2006, 
13272). Men are preferred as they tend to have a higher wage-earning capacity and are often 
expected to continue to contribute to the family even after marriage, both financially and 
emotionally, thereby providing support to aging parents as an economically functioning 
member of society (Sharma 2013, 1). On the other hand, women have little or no property or 
inheritance rights, are considered a liability or a source of “impoverishment” for their family 
and are commonly viewed as property to be married off in the future, becoming members of 
their husband’s family and ceasing to have responsibility for their own parents in illness and 
old age. Any investment in female development and education is generally regarded as a loss; 
women are either not viewed or not able to be economically sufficient or independent and in 
cases of a dowry payment, would only further the financial burden on parents (Hesketh and 
Xing 2006, 13272). 
 
Particularly in times of famine and strife, it is females who suffer most when it comes to social 
and economic disparity. The hierarchical, gendered structures that exist at every level of society 
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further form, perpetuate and align gender roles with poverty and poor economic status 
increasingly limiting available choices as couples weigh the need for a son against the desired 
family size and available resources (Hesketh and Xing 2006, 13272). Illiteracy, ignorance and 
a lack of awareness also detracts from efforts to encourage and emphasise the importance of 
equal opportunities and access (Sharma 2013, 1). Accordingly, preordained and ingrained 
expectations of men and women in certain cultures chart the decisions of where money and 
time is invested in education, healthcare and development of specific children who will have a 
better chance for their future based on their gender. However, we still see the persistence of 
son preference among both the rich and the poor, educated and illiterate families. Thus, this 
can be attributed to the deep-rooted cultural and traditions, patriarchal kinship patterns and the 
lower status of women where these well-established and accepted standards contribute to 
female infanticide and directly result in gender inequality.  
 
Consequences 
 
Skewed sex-ratios at birth tell us only part of the story, as gender discrimination begins and 
exerts itself after birth. Before birth, son preference has implications for women’s health, 
fertility rates and choices and well-being where repeated pregnancies and failure to bear a son 
may result in domestic violence and negatively impact on physical and mental health. Illegal 
and potentially forced abortions in order to ensure a son is born, can have detrimental medical 
implications and consequences as well as the risk of death for pregnant women. After birth, the 
intensifying gender imbalance that ensues has and will continue to have an adverse impact at 
many levels on men, women and families over the next half century. 
 
This “female deficit” is just the beginning of a lifetime pattern of discrimination against women 
in differential access to health care, education and leisure and the unequal allocation of 
resources. The excess mortality among women and girls, also contributes to their lack of 
opportunities and powerlessness. Postnatally, discrimination in care practices and unequal 
access to healthcare for females leads to future health complications, financial dependency and 
increased mortality rates. A common method, this neglect is a passive strategy which has the 
effect of depriving girls of their fair access to and share of household resources, with reduced 
survival probability as a consequence. It relates to various discriminatory attitudes vis-à-vis 
girls in postnatal care, breastfeeding, food allocation (both quantity and quality), proper 
clothing, parental surveillance, recourse to health facilities (frequency and expenses) and 
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immunization. Those that do manage to survive may lack choices in both access to and choice 
of education. In poor communities, girls will bear the burden of a disproportionate amount of 
unpaid work, be more economically vulnerable and constitute the majority affected by poverty 
- contributing to the growing feminisation of it. This will ultimately affect the participation 
rights and lack of decision-making power as well as a weaker political voice within the family, 
community and society, placing them in a perpetual cycle of vulnerability (Goonesekere 2006, 
11). 
 
Regarding lasting impacts on population dynamics and family building processes, particularly 
in Asia, statistics project that men will vastly outnumber women of marriageable age for over 
two generations. The expected socio-economic consequences of these trends are alarming 
including potential risks of human rights violations such as abduction, trafficking and sale of 
women and girls for the purposes of marriage or sexual exploitation (UNFPA 2012, 2). 
Observable outcomes, such as disproportionately large numbers of males, can also have certain 
societal implications for society including marginalisation and numerous threats to security and 
stability, such as a rise in violent crime (Hesketh and Xing 2006, 13273). Despite these 
consequences and more, the practice of female infanticide continues. 
 
Ultimately, sex-selection in favour of boys is a symptom of pervasive social, cultural, political 
and economic injustices against women, and a violation of women’s human rights (UNFPA 
2012, 2). There is a definitive underlying anti-female bias as female infanticide is typically 
seen in societies that show many other signs of bias against females with the causes of this 
practice being rooted in the historically unequal power relations between men and women and 
in systemic gender-based discrimination (ACUNS 2013, 4). What is important to recognise is 
that while female infanticide cuts across all social and economic boundaries & involves a wide 
range of location specific and culturally motivated causes, it is a global issue which has reached 
a level of intensity, severity and complexity that it demands more direct and immediate 
confrontation, particularly by national policies (Gray 2010, 2). After two decades of 
international efforts, progress is critical on this issue by continuing to strengthen evidence-
based national policies and programmes in addressing gender inequality and sex-selection at 
birth (UNFPA 2012, 3). More importantly, the erosion of patriarchal norms, greater autonomy 
of women, increasing the value of females by promoting their full economic, political and 
social participation and potential will go a long way in changing the cultural and social norms 
that shape the context in which female infanticide occurs. 
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Map 2. Son Preference and Sex-ratios 
 
 
 
 
Source: WomanStats. 2015. “Son Preference and Sex-ratios.” Accessed February 20. 
http://www.womanstats.org/laststatics/Son%20Preference%20and%20Sex%20Ratios_2015.jpg  
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Honour Crimes 
 
“He told me that in his society, a man is like a piece of gold, a woman is like a piece of silk. If you 
drop gold in the mud, you can clean it. But a piece of silk is ruined.” ~ Scars Against Humanity 
 
Definition 
 
Honour crimes fall under the broader concept of honour-based violence which is considered to 
constitute any form of violence perpetrated against females within the framework of patriarchal 
family structures, communities, and/or societies, where the main justification for the 
perpetration of violence is the protection of a social construction of ‘honour’ as a value-system, 
norm, or tradition (Gill 2009, 2). By taking the life of the intended victim whose misconduct 
may be alleged or actual, it is believed that honour is restored to the family as “a life without 
honour is not worth living” (Amnesty International 2012, 2). Although the term “honour” is 
well-recognised in this context, it should be noted at the outset that there has been little 
empirical research or collection of data into this form of violence against women even though 
its occurrence is still outlined and highlighted by various qualitative data sources. Also, part of 
the inability to reach a greater understanding has been the lack of semantic consensus over the 
term “honour” itself, which has been criticised for its emphasis on male “honour”, and for the 
way the term is used to discount widespread incidence of non-fatal violence against women 
which still occurs within a continuum as the point where a crime becomes an honour-based one 
seems to depends on the cultural base of the household, community or country it occurs in 
(Baxi, Rai and Ali 2006, 1239). 
 
However, for the purposes of this research paper, a working definition is necessary. Under the 
term of honour crimes, there will be a specific focus on honour killing. Therefore, honour 
killings can be defined as the homicide (via various methods) of an individual 
(disproportionately, although not exclusively, committed against girls and women) who is 
believed to have brought “dishonour” or “shame” upon their family for a number of reasons 
considered as violations of cultural or religious norms. Such “violations” include being a victim 
of sexual abuse or rape, entering into sexual relations before marriage, refusing to agree to an 
arranged marriage, entering into a marriage without parental consent, committing adultery, 
seeking divorce, dressing or behaving in a way that is viewed as unacceptable to the 
community, working outside the home or generally failing to conform to stereotyped gender 
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roles (CEDAW and CRC 2014, 9). Hence, the concept of this honour is rooted in the idea that 
it is integrally linked to the behaviour of a family’s women. 
 
A form of communally-sanctioned violence against women as depicted in Map 3 (page 46), 
these murders are frequently committed by a spouse, female or male relative or a member of 
the victim’s community. Rather than being viewed as criminal acts against women, these 
crimes are often sanctioned as a means of preserving and/or restoring the integrity of a 
community’s cultural, traditional, customary or religious norms following alleged 
transgressions. In some contexts, national legislation or its practical application, or the absence 
thereof, allows for the defence of honour to be presented as a mitigating circumstance for 
perpetrators of such crimes, resulting in reduced sanctions, lighter sentences or impunity. These 
perpetrators, who are mostly male family members of the murdered women, go unpunished or 
receive reduced sentences on the justification of having murdered to defend their misconceived 
notions of “family honour” (Sadik 2000, 29). 
 
Judges, who are almost always male due to the gendered hierarchical levels in society, 
generally allow great latitude in sentencing, and most tend to see honour as a circumstance akin 
to self-defence, or concede that the victim died of a self-inflicted injury. The convictions that 
do occur seem to do little to deter others from similar actions against their children as the 
attitude is maintained within the community of the necessity of the act. In addition, prosecution 
of cases may be impeded by unwillingness on the part of individuals with knowledge of the 
case to provide corroborating evidence (CEDAW and CRC 2014, 9). This impenitent 
acceptance and attitude means it can be difficult for behaviours to change and for women to 
feel they can discuss their experiences of violence and request legal protection and aid. 
 
A complicated issue that cuts deep into the folds of culture, honour killing is a widespread 
phenomenon that represents the most horrific outcome of a patriarchal, honour-based society 
in which honour is considered more important than human life (BBC 2012). Over the past few 
decades, with increasing migration, the practice of honour killing has spread from those 
countries where women are known to be at risk to countries with stronger legal protection for 
women. More exposed in these “open” societies, the danger posed to females in “restrictive” 
societies has become overwhelmingly evident and garnered more international attention. 
Although the extent and accurate estimation of this gender-specific crime is impossible due to 
apathy on the part of some countries and underreporting, as well as a lack of consensus about 
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the classification of honour killings which does little to resolve the issue, honour killings are 
on the rise worldwide (Sadik 2000, 29). They are widely reported and more prevalent in, but 
are not limited to, regions throughout the Middle East and South Asia with a majority Muslim 
population (Amnesty International 2012, 1). 
 
Indicators 
 
Regrettably, definitive or reliable worldwide estimates of honour killing incidence do not exist. 
A difficult crime to detect, the absence of reliable country-level data makes it impossible to 
ascertain the exact frequency of honour killings. Therefore, the number is routinely 
misclassified and underestimated, with most estimates based on the level of domestic violence 
within a country as indicative of the state of affairs concerning violence against women 
(particularly as many honour killings are typically classified as domestic violence homicides), 
the growing number of murders of women, and subsequent changes in legislation and 
tightening of laws around harmful practices (Winegar 2016, 1). 
 
For those countries that do publish what are considered credible crime statistics, the extent of 
honour killing is still difficult to gauge as data on specific forms of violence, such as honour 
killings, from any source, are scarce. One of the main reasons for this has been the lack of 
definitive legislation that separates honour killing from homicide. Often the killings are hushed 
up and disguised as accidental deaths. And, most often, the killings occur outside the big cities, 
far from government scrutiny. Since many women do not report violence to the authorities, 
statistics based on reported cases significantly underestimate the phenomenon. Reliance on 
domestic violence statistics and more qualitative data, such as surveys, oral testimonies and 
police, court, social services and health statistics are thus used as a potential source of 
information on violence against women (United Nations 2015, 140). Furthermore, countries 
with reported high rates of honour killings typically score poorly in the international Human 
Development Index and the Gender Inequality Index and rank highly in the Failed State Index. 
 
Causes 
 
Initially, these harmful acts were justified on religious grounds, particularly with the citing of 
wrongly misinterpreted religious demands of Islam. However, while this does not negate the 
fact that honour killing occurs in predominantly Muslim countries, none of the world’s major 
religions condone honour-related crimes and Islamic religious leaders have ostensibly clarified 
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that while honour-based violence occurs in Islam, it is not a feature of it nor does it have a 
place in the religion or as part of any specific culture (Qureshi 2012, 1). Despite the popular 
rhetoric around it, the reality is that violence against women has roots much deeper than the 
doctrines of one religion or features of one culture and must be treated as such (Brown 2017, 
1).  
 
So, why do these acts continue? Encapsulated in a statement by Hina Jilani, a Pakistani lawyer 
and women’s rights activist, “the right to life of women…is conditional on their obeying social 
norms and traditions.” While the causes of honour killing relate to the various levels of gender 
subordination, discrimination and violence that exists, the main causes of honour killings are 
arguably custom and tradition as a form of exerting control. When the behaviour of individuals, 
particularly women, is viewed as challenging towards strong family and cultural traditions and 
institutions (and in so doing can incite male frustration and disempowerment), honour killings 
have become a way for regressive patriarchal forces to re-assert themselves in return (Sadik 
2000, 32). Moreover, the concept of women’s rights is claimed to not be culturally relevant to 
certain deeply patriarchal societies where the biggest obstacle is changing mindsets and 
attitudes. If violence against women is condoned by a culture, then it is the culture that needs 
to be changed instead of having women sacrificed for it. 
 
To understand this crime, one must recognise the cultural pressures that give rise to it and the 
acceptance of honour codes – shared norms that determine entitlement to respect. These 
pressures present themselves in the sense of parents enforcing what they want for their children 
above all else; where tradition is highly valued while liberty is not, and death is seen as 
preferable to dishonour. This has frightening implications for the way “honour” is defined and 
enforced by certain groups, specifically in the consequences for those who bring “shame”. 
Consequently, there is a low regard for any form of law or influence from external actors that 
restrains the power of the family to protect its reputation and control the lives of its members 
in adhering to a set of social and cultural standards which prescribe, maintain and constrain 
actions (Storkey 2015). 
 
Moreover, it is taken for granted that change in the public sphere — economic growth, political 
transformation, and new means of communication and transport — will automatically extend 
to the private sphere and be reflected in changes in individual attitudes and behaviours. Society 
may change, but where basic issues of identity and family are involved, gender roles -  distorted 
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views and roles and responsibilities of men and women from which the justification for 
violence stems - are not expected to change with it. This anomaly is at the root of continuing 
gender inequality (Sadik 2000, 33). As previously mentioned, gender as a relational concept 
where male and female identities develop in relation to each other and in complementarity 
allows for the maintenance in certain cultures of a traditional patriarchal system in which men 
and women have certain prescribed roles still resistant to a forceful impetus for change. 
 
Consequences 
 
In all societies, to varying degrees, women and girls are subjected to physical, sexual and 
psychological discrimination and violence that cuts across lines of income, class and culture. 
International law recognises honour killing for what it is: a violation of human rights and an 
entirely unjustified form of violence, mostly against women, which ruins lives and destroys 
relationships. It acts as a terrifying deterrent to women who dare to exercise choice over crucial 
areas of their own lives and futures (Storkey 2015). Reflecting the pervasive imbalance of 
power between women and men, the experience of violence can affect women in a myriad of 
ways that are often difficult to quantify.  
 
Injuries and health problems are common as a result of physical and sexual violence, but the 
psychological and emotional wounds they may also inflict are sometimes deeper and longer 
lasting. Traumatising and debilitating, physical violence consists of acts aimed at physically 
hurting a victim in order to achieve an intended outcome. Psychological violence, particularly 
seen in the build-up to an honour killing, encompasses both emotional abuse and controlling 
behaviour. This leads to feelings of helplessness, vulnerability, depression and isolation. 
Violence can lead to a reduced ability of a woman to work, care for her family and contribute 
to society. Witnessing violence and losing a parent to honour killing in childhood can also 
result in a range of behavioural and emotional problems as well as increased financial strain 
and a need for child support (United Nations 2015, 139). 
 
This violence against women also incurs significant economic costs, both direct and indirect. 
Direct costs include those associated with the police, hospital and other health services, legal 
costs, and costs associated with housing, social and support services. Indirect costs include 
those related to reduced employment and productivity and the diminished value of a life lived 
with violence and the continued threat of it (United Nations 2015, 140). When violence against 
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women leads to death; about two thirds of the victims of intimate partner/ family-related 
homicide are women, in contrast to all cases of homicide, of which 20 per cent of the victims 
are women. Falling under this category of homicide, but better suited to femicide, honour 
killing remains a crime of a premeditated and collective nature that must be prosecuted and 
prevented in all forms across society; particularly at a national level (amongst other strategies), 
by proper laws, their effective implementation and the establishment of monitoring systems. 
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Map 3. Societal Sanction for the Murder of Women/Femicide 
 
 
 
Source: WomanStats. 2016. “Societal Sanction for the Murder of Women/Femicide.” Accessed February 20. 
http://www.womanstats.org/substatics/MURDER-SCALE-1-2016.png  
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6: Case Studies 
 
India 
 
Despite the advances made in education, literacy, health care and income attainment, son 
preference and neglect of daughters continues in India by means of the harmful act of female 
infanticide. A shameful testimony of the devaluation of females and a gross violation of the 
basic freedoms and human rights that are so essential for development, the skewed sex-ratio 
and shortage of girls is detrimental to the health and welfare of women as well as the welfare 
and human development of India (Mitra 2014, 2). 
 
Although it is difficult to generalize the issue of son preference and neglect of girls across all 
of India due to regional disparities, sex-ratios and mortality rates illustrate its continued 
existence. Typically seen to occur in countries that experience low economic growth, high 
poverty rates, low literacy rates for both men and women, lack of opportunities for women in 
economic and social settings, and low gender status; cultural norms prescribing gender roles, 
actions and behaviour as well as the subsequent social and economic disparity can be accorded 
more recent relevance as causes for the continued existence of female infanticide (Mitra 2014, 
3). In order to combat female infanticide, policy makers need to take all the variables into 
consideration and formulate appropriate policies, coupled with strict enforcement laws, in order 
to contain this disturbing practice (Mitra 2014, 2). 
 
National Frameworks 
 
Under its agreement and ratification of CEDAW, India is required to submit periodic reports 
of measures adopted to eliminate discrimination against women. In its ratification of the 
Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action, it is also fully committed to implementing the 
necessary measures in “critical areas of concern”. Taking into consideration state action 
submitted in its reports to CEDAW, it is noted that India is making progress with various state 
initiatives, in its policy planning and programmes and in its legislative reforms to promote the 
equality and human rights of women (United Nations 2005, 3). In promoting gender awareness 
and challenging gender inequality, one of its most significant efforts has been the National 
Policy for the Empowerment of Women (2001) aimed at changing the societal attitudes and 
community practices by active participation and involvement of both men and women, 
mainstreaming a gender perspective in the development processes and the elimination of 
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discrimination and all forms of violence against women and girl children (United Nations 2005, 
43). 
 
Following growing awareness, increased attention and the development of international norms, 
frameworks and instruments around harmful practices, India’s government took and continues 
to take national measures to address female infanticide in its different forms. The National 
Population Policy (2000) brought in an agenda for holistic, integrated health policy for women 
by adopting a life cycle approach (a concept specifically outlined in international instruments) 
(United Nations 2005, 10). As part of this and directly aimed at prenatal sex-selection and 
illegal abortion of female foetuses, two key frameworks exist in India. The Pre-conception and 
Prenatal Diagnostic Techniques (Prohibition of Sex Selection) Act of 1994 (amended in 2003 
to make it more stringent) prohibits sex-selection or disclosure of the sex of the foetus “by 
words, signs or in any other manner” and seeks to prevent the misuse of new technologies by 
prohibiting the sale of “any ultrasound machine or imaging machine or scanner or any other 
equipment capable of detecting sex of foetus” to persons, laboratories, clinics, etc. not 
registered under the Act. It is aimed at increasing awareness and includes provision for 
punishment and penalty for those who violate provisions of the PNDT Act (ACHR 2016, 27). 
 
Furthermore, India’s Medical Termination of Pregnancy (MTP) Act of 1971 (amended in 2002) 
aims to regulate and ensure access to safe abortions, which as an intended consequence, would 
decrease the prevalence of female infanticide (post-natal sex-selection). It allows abortion up 
to 20 weeks in cases where “the continuance of the pregnancy would involve a risk to the life 
of the pregnant woman or of grave injury to her physical or mental health”, or, when “there is 
substantial risk that if the child were born, it would suffer from such physical or mental 
abnormalities to be seriously handicapped”. Provision is also made for specific punishment of 
violators under this Act (ACHR 2016, 28). National and state level Monitoring Committees 
have also been set up to keep constant vigil on India’s territories for implementation of these 
acts (United Nations 2005, 10). 
 
Other measures taken by the Indian government include the launch of several conditional cash 
transfer schemes like Balika Samriddhi Yojana and Dhanalakshmi Scheme which provide 
incentives to the families having girl children with the aim to prevent female feticide. In 
January 2015, the Government of India launched the Beti Bachao, Beti Padhao social campaign 
to protect and educate the girl child. State governments are running their own schemes aimed 
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at improving the sex-ratio and to change the social perception about women, indicating a move 
towards the gender-related norms upheld by the global human rights regime (ACHR 2016, 31). 
 
The Constitution of India already guarantees equality and prohibits discrimination. 
Nevertheless, in recent years the government has increasingly taken various positive steps with 
a national action plan and government frameworks towards achieving gender equality by 
prohibiting prenatal sex-selection and criminalising female infanticide. Without discounting 
the role of regional actors, civil society and the local population and individuals, it can be 
argued that the global human rights regime has affected the creation, adoption and amendment 
of India’s national framework. In an effort to account for women’s rights and beginning to 
target the gender-specific crime of female infanticide, two key acts were formed in 1971 and 
1994. Yet, with the growing international awareness and action taken by the global human 
rights regime, particularly from the 1990’s onwards, as well as civil society activism, these acts 
were subsequently amended to combat modern developments with the existence of a continued 
push for legislation to address this issue. It can be argued that, even though it is limited, India 
has legislatively adopted and reconceptualised the norms concerning gender equality in its 
effort to eradicate harmful practices (Map 4, page 62; Map 5, page 63). 
 
However, the problem lies more with the implementation and enforcement of these national 
frameworks demonstrating the importance of a state’s responsibility to its citizens. These 
measures of the government have not been entirely successful with rampant violations due to 
the easy use and access to ultrasonography, the continued practice of sex-selection by 
medically uncertified or “traditional” individuals and poor law enforcement (ACHR 2016, 27). 
With the law having little effect, the increasing use of pre-natal sex determination technology 
has a clear impact on sex-ratios at birth and has increasingly continued the practice of female 
infanticide (ACHR 2016, 36). Despite the existence of the Act of 1971, the Ministry of Health 
and Family Welfare has unambiguously acknowledged that, “although abortions were made 
legal in 1971, actually illegal abortions still outnumber legal abortions by a large margin. It is 
estimated that 10-15 thousand women die every year due to complications resulting from 
unsafe abortions conducted at unapproved places by untrained providers” (ACHR 2016, 28). 
The underreporting under both Acts is blatant.  
 
Many obstacles to national progress on this issue remain particularly due to the secular nature 
of the country, its diverse cultures, religions and languages. Adopting a uniform civil code is 
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not yet attainable so government is, with the initiative of and with the full participation of all 
stake holders (including the community and religious leaders), currently attempting to consider 
each of the personal laws independently to render them gender equitable by repealing the 
discriminatory provisions - a step forward towards achieving gender equality (United Nations 
2005, 3). Through initiatives such as the National Empowerment Policy of Women (2001), the 
Women Component Plan and various established schemes, there has been an attempt by the 
government to bridge the gap between the promise in legislature and reality.  
 
Therefore, despite the constitutional mandate of equal legal status for men and women, the de 
jure laws created in India have not been translated into a de facto situation for various reasons 
such as illiteracy, social practices, poor representation of women in policy-making, poverty, 
regional disparity in development, lack of access and opportunity to information and resources 
and economic disparity (United Nations 2005, 16). Coupled with the inadequacies of 
implementation and enforcement of law; the aforementioned reasons and various other issues 
encountered in the context of India; socio-cultural norms, traditional practices, prejudices and 
patriarchal values, as one of the main causes of the prevalence of female infanticide as indicated 
by available data, are major obstacles towards sufficiently eradicating female infanticide and 
achieving defacto equality for women (United Nations 2005, 31). At present, India cannot 
make a formal meaningful legal declaration of gender equality (Map 6, page 64). 
 
Outcomes 
 
According to The World Factbook of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), India has one of 
the highest female feticide incidents and is in the top five countries with the most skewed sex-
ratio at birth in the world with 112 males per 100 females (ACHR 2016, 3). These findings are 
further supported with the following statistics published in a report by the United Nations that 
provides valuable information about sex-ratios at birth and female mortality among children 
under the age of five, allowing for the analysis of the prevalence of female infanticide. 
 
Over the past few decades, growing imbalances in sex-ratios at birth indicate a preference for 
males by parents. Affected by the surrounding political, social and economic context, the sex-
ratio at birth varies by the birth order of the child and the sex of the preceding child(ren). In 
general, the sex-ratio at birth tends to increase with birth order and is more imbalanced in 
families without at least one son (United Nations 2015, 6). Figure 3 shows the continued 
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increase but also subsequent levelling out of prenatal sex-selection in India from the year 1990-
2015. Even though this demonstrates that there has not been a continual upward growth, the 
issue of imbalanced sex-ratios and therefore female feticide remains. 
 
Figure 3. Imbalanced Sex-ratios in Selected Countries 
Source: United Nations. 2015. “The World's Women 2015: Trends and Statistics.” New York: United Nations 
Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division. Accessed February 5. 
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/gender/downloads/worldswomen2015_report.pdf  
 
In the absence of gender-based discrimination, girls have lower mortality than boys and this 
biological advantage persists through life, leading to an overall higher female life expectancy 
at birth (United Nations 2015, 40). However, the only notable exception to the general pattern 
of higher male mortality in the under-5 age group is Southern Asia where this difference 
suggests gender-related discriminatory practices that are well known in India. This is depicted 
in Figure 4 which shows the under-5 mortality rate by sex from 1990-2013.  
 
Figure 4. Under-5 Mortality Rate by Sex, 1990 and 2013 
Source: United Nations. 2015. “The World's Women 2015: Trends and Statistics.” New York: United Nations 
Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division. Accessed February 5. 
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/gender/downloads/worldswomen2015_report.pdf  
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Figure 5 clearly shows male and female under-5 mortality rates (2013) where two lines are 
used to illustrate gender parity between girls and boys and potential gender discrimination, 
depicted by the deviation from expected sex-ratio line showing the expected female mortality 
for different levels of observed male mortality under age 5 (United Nations 2015, 41). India is 
one of the countries which falls close to or below the parity line demonstrating the existence 
of gender discrimination against girls. It has the lowest sex-ratio in under-5 mortality, with a 
ratio of 93 (93 boys die before age 5 for 100 girls that die by that age). It is also the only country 
with an under-5 mortality sex-ratio under 100 (more girls die than boys) (United Nations 2015, 
41). In India, higher mortality among girls can be closely related to a general preference for 
sons that manifests through postnatal sex-selection, such as infanticide which is carried out by 
direct murder, and girl neglect, which is indirectly carried out by a lack of treatment for girls 
in terms of parental investment in nutrition, vaccinations, access to health treatment and 
parental care in general. 
 
Figure 5. Male and Female Under-5 Mortality Rates for 195 Countries, 2013 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: United Nations. 2015. “The World's Women 2015: Trends and Statistics.” New York: United Nations 
Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division. Accessed February 5. 
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/gender/downloads/worldswomen2015_report.pdf  
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Despite the positive impact of the global human rights regime on the established national 
frameworks of India, these recent statistics, amongst others, illustrate that even though there 
appears to be a decrease (however small), or rather lack of an increase, there is still a continued 
and disturbing prevalence of female infanticide (United Nations 2005, 79). Supporting this 
claim, national reports from India argue that although this harmful practice does continue, it 
has been decreasing. National reports such as “Children in India 2012 – A Statistical Appraisal” 
from the Central Statistics Office of India arguably declare a decrease in recent years from 
previous statistical results claiming that the female child population in the age group of 0-6 
years was 78.83 million in 2001 which declined to 75.84 million in 2011. It also claims that 
during the period, 1991-2011, the child sex-ratio (0-6 years) declined from 945 to 914, whereas 
the overall sex-ratio showed an improvement from 927 to 940 (ACHR 2016, 14).  
 
Relating to the more recent development of eliminating girls even before birth, a study (Lancet 
2006) based on a national survey of 1.1 million Indian households, claimed that nearly 500,000 
female babies were lost in India every year because of sex selective abortion. The study claimed 
that 10 million female births might have been aborted in India in the past 20 years (ACHR 
2016, 15). Relating to the effects of this, the 2013-2014 Annual Report of the Ministry of 
Health and Family Welfare stated that, “the Child Sex-ratio (CSR) for the age group of 0-6 
years as per the 2011 census has dipped further to 919 girls as against 927 per thousand boys 
recorded in 2001 Census. This negative trend reaffirms the fact that the girl child is more at 
risk than ever before.” However, it also noted discrepancies where CSR has shown a declining 
trend in half of the districts in the country where the number of districts with CSR of 950 and 
above has been reduced from 259 to 182 (ACHR 2016, 16). 
 
Nevertheless, one of the biggest areas of concern is prenatal sex-selection (sex-selective 
abortion), which has sustained and protracted the practice of female infanticide. In its 2014 
Annual Report, the Ministry for Health and Family Welfare in India stated that, “Easy 
availability of the sex determination tests and abortion services may also be proving to be 
catalyst in the process… further stimulated by pre-conception sex-selection facilities. Sex 
determination techniques have been in use in India since 1975 primarily for the determination 
of genetic abnormalities. However, these techniques were widely misused to determine the sex 
of the foetus and subsequent elimination if the foetus was found to be female” (ACHR 2016, 
15). While sex-selective abortions have been technically illegal since 1994, the law has had 
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little effect so far on the sex-ratio at birth. In modern times, prenatal sex-selection is the main 
mechanism through which female infanticide is carried out. 
 
Turkey 
 
The role of women in contemporary Turkey is defined by an ongoing gender equality struggle. 
Despite initial progress by the government led by Erdogan’s Justice and Development Party 
(AKP), its governance has been marked by gender inequalities, controversial statements and 
policy aims that favour some restrictions on women’s rights. Along with a distinct lack of 
commitment to international and national frameworks, this demonstrates that women’s rights 
are not a government priority. Thus, Turkey continues to be afflicted by not only by widespread 
domestic violence but by apparent growing cases of honour crimes (Kaneva 2016, 1). 
 
There are several words in the Turkish language for “honour”, each with different connotations. 
Male honour, namus, is defined through women to the degree that any action of a female 
considered degrading, brings shame to the entire family (Shafak 2011, 1). More importantly, 
different criteria of honour are applied to different sexes, with different consequences. Among 
the most tragic consequences and explicit illustrations of embedded, culturally accepted gender 
roles and thus discrimination against females, crimes committed in the name of “honour” in 
Turkey results in the consequence of death for the majority of women involved. 
 
Disappointingly, serious and severe lack of clarity on the concept of honour and risk factors 
leading to these crimes continues to be a major problem in Turkey.  Women’s activism, aided 
by the awareness and international instruments aimed at tackling harmful practices as well as 
Turkeys requests for European Union (EU) membership by creating the predicate conditions 
for norm adherence, has thrust a current spotlight on the evolution of this highly complex issue 
in Turkey. Initially defined as a crime of custom, honour crimes have yet to be accorded a 
specific place in law. As a consequence, many honour killings go undetected and are classified 
as homicides or suicides. 
 
National Frameworks 
 
The creation of a secular state, the first-ever in a Muslim country made it possible to pass 
legislation that recognized women as equal and free citizens vis-a-vis the state, and 
revolutionized family law. By banning discrimination based on gender by the Turkish 
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Constitution and giving priority to international documents including CEDAW (Article 90), 
the underlying aim was to position women securely in the public sphere and to change the 
roles, life styles and status of women in social life (CAHDI 2006, 1). However, women in 
Turkey still contend with problems that emanate from the continuation of traditional patriarchal 
values and male-dominated relations that hinder cultural and informal relations in many aspects 
of life. Subsequently, there is a continuous demand for the further improvement of existing 
laws in accordance with the changing standards of “women’s human rights”. The guiding 
principle in evaluating women’s conditions and discussing women’s issues in Turkey today, is 
the globally accepted women’s human rights standards (TCF 2017, 1).  
 
Under the existence of government frameworks and policies (Map 4, page 62), progress was 
initially made with the adoption of the Law on the Protection of the Family, No: 4320, on the 
prevention of domestic violence. The major deficiencies in this legislation is that it fails to be 
inclusive of all women, such as those who are single or divorced, there is a lack of adequate 
guidelines to use this legislation and an unwillingness on behalf of the judicial system to 
exercise their power (Pervizat 2009, 3). Another ground-breaking achievement of the women’s 
movement was the adoption of a new Civil Code in 2001 by the Turkish Grand Assembly, 
establishing full equality of men and women in the family and emphasising the full and free 
consent of individuals to marry. However, the actual implementation of these reforms is 
insufficient (Pervizat 2009, 5). 
 
Most importantly, in the old Penal Code, crimes of honour were not explicitly cited. The 
existing law protected close relatives and if the crime was defined by the word “honour”, 
perpetrators received much lighter sentences. It also emphasised the possession of other 
individuals through marriage and the insignificance of the right to life when being punished for 
adultery. This would come to play a great role in “assessing women’s honour” and its 
consequences for the reputation of the family (Pervizat 2009, 6). In the new Penal Code (2004), 
gendered social norms and the state’s sovereign claim over the bodes, choices and sexualities 
of women was challenged. However, while it addressed the issue of violence against women, 
it still did not address crimes of honour specifically. Instead, the Code predominantly mentions 
crimes of customs, defined as “homicides by motivation of custom”. By repudiating the 
specific label of “honour” (namus) crimes, gender inequalities and existing oppressive 
practices against women could continue as they had due to ambiguous and incorrect 
interpretations; and by using the term custom (töre), it is argued that these killings only happen 
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in certain communities which has racially based implications. This also fails to acknowledge 
the prevalent discrimination against women which typically motivates killing in the name of 
“honour” (Pervizat 2009, 7). 
 
In 2005, an “Investigation Commission for determining the causes of violence against women 
and children/honour crimes” was established under the National Assembly and issued a circular 
on the “Coordination of the measures taken to prevent custom and honour killings” to increase 
research into honour killing. This led to some awareness raising campaigns, the establishment 
of limited support mechanisms and training programmes for service providers (Vural 2013, 21-
25). A subsequent Draft Criminal Code has been prepared to eliminate traditional values and 
patriarchal understanding of sexuality in society where crimes of assault against women and 
girls are treated as felonies against public decency and family order, not to the individual 
himself (Republic of Turkey 2004, 22). Extensive and enduring positive outcomes of this has 
yet to be noted. 
 
Following its July review of Turkey, the UN Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination 
against Women (CEDAW Committee) made many recommendations to the Turkish 
government to address gender inequality and remove obstacles for women and girls to access 
education, employment, justice, and reproductive health (Human Rights Watch 2017, 605). 
Turkey had previously adopted three basic targets (one of them being to withdraw its 
reservations to CEDAW) and made commitments to the international community to achieve 
these goals through a National Action Plan (Map 5, page 63) which has subsequently lapsed 
(Republic of Turkey 2004, 2). It noted concerns about changes to the ministry responsible for 
women, and the increasing emphasis on women’s role in the family rather than women’s rights 
and gender equality. Despite the Turkish government’s ratification of the Beijing Declaration 
and the Action Plan without any reservations and of the Council of Europe Convention on 
Violence against Women and Domestic Violence (Istanbul Convention), violence against 
women, as the most striking manifestation of the unequal power relationship between men and 
women, remains a serious concern, including deaths due to domestic violence and honour 
crimes (Human Rights Watch 2017, 605). 
 
Even though there is expansive work to be done, it is essential to note that these major legal 
reforms which occurred, brought Turkey closer to international standards and norms for gender 
equality and women’s human rights. Nevertheless, despite very effective leadership at the 
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United Nations by sponsoring a resolution on crimes of honour, there appears to be a tacit 
denial of the extent of this problem within Turkey. Ideologically, Turkey appears to be 
committed to norms concerning gender equality but has been less successful revising its law in 
accordance with CEDAW, CRC and the Istanbul Convention, as well as in implementing 
effective programmes to tackle honour killing. Lack of commitment and engagement, a deficit 
in political will, reliance on non-governmental agencies to address the issue, ineffective 
policies and discriminatory attitude, in part due to embedded socio-cultural mindsets, makes 
this issue even more difficult to resolve, especially as it needs to be urgently addressed 
comprehensively and holistically at all levels to achieve any aims of attaining a legal level of 
gender equality (Map 6, page 64) (Pervizat 2009, 8).  
 
Outcomes 
 
Official statements are extremely contradictory, making it very difficult to assess the full extent 
of honour crimes in Turkey. There is also a lack of official data, either because records of 
violence against women are not kept or statistics are not released regularly and in an ordered 
or comprehensive fashion. This lack of official data may also be due to the level of under 
reporting as a result of stigma surrounding violence and prevailing social norms in different 
contexts. One of the last known official statistics on custom and honour killings places the 
number of victims killed at 1190 (Vural 2013, 5). A US Department of State report on human 
rights practices in Turkey for 2006 indicates that while the government undertook a massive 
campaign that year to end the practice of honour killing, there were still 1,806 honour killings 
between 2001 and 2006 and during the same period, 5,375 women committed suicide (RRT 
2007, 2). Other statistics by a commission of enquiry on honour crimes set up in 2006 by the 
National Assembly in Turkey, counted 332 cases from 2006-2010, mainly in the east of the 
country. The Ministry of Justice indicated that the number of cases was rising steeply, 
increasing from 66 in 2002 to 953 in 2009. In 2010, Human Rights Association was aware of 
46 deaths of women who had been victims of crimes committed in the name of honour (Surgir 
2012, 12).  
 
Even with emerging statistics, it is still difficult to fully assess the incidence of honour crimes, 
apart from knowing about their prevalence due to mounting evidence (Chesler 2010, 9-11; 
Sadik 2000, 29; Prpic 2015, 3; Surgir 2012, 11-12; Svirsky 2012, 1; Tremblay 2014, 1). 
However, growing qualitative data is visible with the number of documents, articles, newspaper 
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pieces, calls for international attention and attempts to generate awareness emerging from civil 
society and women’s activist groups (Map 3; Livaneli 2006, 1; RRT 2007; Vural 2013, 5; Prpic 
2015, 3). These domestic violence statistics and qualitative data sources, such as media reports, 
published documents from non-governmental organisations, oral testimonies, and 
governmental, police and social services statistics are relied upon as sources of information of 
the occurrence of honour crimes as a form of violence against women (United Nations 2015, 
140). While some may argue that this does not necessarily depict an increase, merely more of 
an awareness and reporting of these crimes due to international attention, I argue that they 
demonstrate a very real and grave issue that is not being confronted effectively by the 
government of Turkey. Regrettably this data cannot be fully tabulated at this point to 
comprehensively pinpoint variation in trends apart from indicating the increase of honour 
crimes.  
 
Keeping this in mind and for the purposes of this paper, I will mainly be relying on statistics 
showing domestic violence, as they are part of a broader continuum and indicative of the 
prevalence of violence against women in a society where space for honour crimes can occur. I 
do acknowledge the differences between honour crimes and domestic violence whereby even 
experts remain divided on classifying them as the same. Opponents to classifying honour 
crimes as domestic violence emphasise the difference of the collective nature of honour crimes 
while the proponents of the view that honour crimes are domestic violence emphasise the lack 
of consensus over the term and the danger of “exoticising” these crimes and ascribing them to 
certain groups in society (Chesler 2009, 61; Prpic 2015, 1). I argue that while they are not the 
same, honour crimes do remain a form of domestic violence, femicide and a clear act of 
violence against women and should be contextualised as such. 
 
Thus, making this link between domestic violence and honour killing whereby high levels of 
domestic violence would likely be indicative of a context of violence against women in which 
honour-based violence and honour killings could flourish, forms part of the gendered violence 
that affects all societies. This can be substantiated by the argument that honour killing is an 
extreme form of domestic violence ending in the homicide of a woman by her family or 
communal group for deviating from imposed gendered norms and roles motivated by a wide 
variety of social, cultural and psychological factors where the attention given to it by 
institutions and governments deals with violence against women in general (Livaneli 2006, 1; 
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Dad 2014, 1; Prpic 2015, 1). This will be expanded upon with the following data sets 
illustrating domestic violence. 
 
Figure 6 shows that during 2000-2013, the proportion of women experiencing intimate partner 
physical and/or sexual violence at least once in their lifetime was 38.0 and 11.0 within the last 
12 months. Figure 7 show that during 2000-2014, the proportion of women experiencing 
intimate partner psychological violence at least once in their lifetime was 44.0 and 26.0 within 
the last 12 months. Although not representative of the worst levels of violence or demonstrating 
the incidence of honour crimes specifically, these statistics are indicative of the prevalence of 
violence against women within Turkey. Along with the mounting evidence of the prevalence 
of different forms of violence, such as honour crimes in Turkey, it can be declared that where 
violence against women exists, harmful practices such as honour crimes are increasingly 
occurring in Turkey with little sign of abating (The Economist 2007, 1).  
 
Figure 6. Proportion of Women Experiencing Intimate Partner Physical and/or Sexual Violence, 2000-2013 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: United Nations. 2015. “The World's Women 2015: Trends and Statistics.” New York: United Nations 
Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division. Accessed February 5. 
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/gender/downloads/worldswomen2015_report.pdf  
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Figure 7. Proportion of Women Experiencing Intimate Partner Psychological Violence, 2000-2013 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: United Nations. 2015. “The World's Women 2015: Trends and Statistics.” New York: United Nations 
Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Statistics Division. Accessed February 5. 
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/gender/downloads/worldswomen2015_report.pdf  
 
Additionally, Turkey ranked 130 out of 145 countries in the World Economic Forum’s Global 
Gender Gap Report (2015, 16). On the one hand, this indicates how powerful the patriarchal 
attitudes and deep-rooted stereotypes are. On the other hand, it shows the state’s failure to 
tackle discrimination against women, particularly through progressive legislation. There also 
endures wide and longstanding gaps when the law does not anticipate attitudes within the 
justice system or larger society that ensures legislation will not be fully enacted, particularly 
when it comes to combatting violence against women (UNDP 2010, 152). 
 
While Turkey has appeared to be in line with international instruments with its legal framework 
being considered satisfactory overall but implementation remaining a challenge by a European 
Commission progress report (2006), and has taken some steps to combat honour killing 
including education and protection programmes set up by the State Ministry for Women and 
KA-MER (a leading women’s organisation), this crime shows little sign of abating (Livaneli 
2006, 1; RRT 2007, 2). Consequently, judges need to set judicial precedents to strengthen the 
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security of women as well as not treat this harmful practice as part of the “private” sphere 
(UNDP 2010, 152). Honour crimes need to be investigated more systematically and followed-
up effectively with prosecution and convictions. There is an urgent need to implement new 
laws in an effective manner, form efficient preventative and response systems, amend the 
criminal code on crimes of honour and assess the impact of new legislations to identify which 
obstacles remain to the decrease and eradication of honour crimes (Pervizat 2009, 8). Without 
a change in the mentality behind these crimes and in attitudes towards them, progress cannot 
be achieved. 
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Map 4. Government Framework for Gender Equality 
 
 
Source: WomanStats. 2015. “Government Framework for Gender Equality.” Accessed February 20. 
http://www.womanstats.org/substatics/MULTIVAR-SCALE-5-2015.png  
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Map 5. Presence of National Gender Equality Action Plan 
 
 
Source: WomanStats. 2015. “Presence of National Gender Equality Action Plan.” Accessed February 20. 
http://www.womanstats.org/substatics/ATC-SCALE-2-2015.jpg  
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Map 6. Legal Declaration of Gender Equality 
 
Source: WomanStats. 2015. “Legal Declaration of Gender Equality.” Accessed February 20. 
http://www.womanstats.org/substatics/CONST-SCALE-1-2015.jpg  
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7: Analysis 
 
Assessment 
 
Out of this research arises the first question of the extent of which the global human rights 
regime has addressed gender-specific crimes such as female infanticide and honour crimes and 
what the role and impact of norms is relating to gender rights upon adoption and adherence by 
states to international law frameworks. 
 
Laws play an important legal and symbolic role, by maintaining order and control and by 
indicating socially acceptable or unacceptable normative behaviour. Although it is difficult to 
ascertain which is more effective at times, both roles work in practice to reduce the incidence 
of violence against women. While the interaction between hard and soft law should only further 
increase the impact of the global human rights regime and its subsequent international 
instruments, it is necessary to make the distinction. This distinction has implications when 
referring to conventions, covenants and declarations as international instruments that 
demonstrate legislation that criminalises violence against women by codifying the rights of 
women to live free of violence and by providing the norms around the protection of women’s 
lives. The term “hard law” denotes what is commonly understood as traditional law with legally 
binding implications, responsibilities and rights. Two international human right instruments 
and legally binding conventions of international law underpinned by normative principles that 
have been mentioned and examined include CEDAW and CRC.  
 
However, this has been alongside the discussion of various essential agreements, declarations, 
platforms, frameworks and calls to action that have developed, which focus on gender-specific 
crimes and have a massive normative impact. The latter falls under the concept of “soft law”; 
instruments lacking legally binding force or whose binding force is somewhat weaker. 
Notwithstanding numerous other examples, all the legislation discussed in this research paper 
on the prevention of violence against women constitutes the foundational law influenced by 
and influencing normative principles, allowing one to clearly identify the norms relating to 
gender equality underpinning the protection of women’s lives. International policy documents 
adopted by consensus, such as DEVAW and the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action, 
have acquired increasing importance in setting global norms and standards. 
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Klugman (2017, 1) argues that, “international laws and norms set out standards of behaviour 
that are regarded as appropriate by a critical mass of nation-states, and such norms affect 
domestic policy making along a variety of causal pathways, including standards for domestic 
legislation, creating standards for global civil society to both advocate and monitor, and 
mobilizing domestic civil society around these new shared expectations of individual and state 
behaviour”. The effects can run both ways as collective action can affect the nature and 
evolution of international norms. One example of this was the adoption of the Vienna 
Declaration and Program of Action which, flourishing first from an international level then to 
other levels, led to the explicit acceptance of women’s rights as human rights. 
 
Due to their construction, establishment and grounding in the international community 
evidenced by the aforementioned legislation, frameworks, policies and agreements; gender-
related norms have passed through stage one of norm emergence and stage two of norm 
acceptance / “norm cascade” at an international level. Within the last four decades, the 
embracing and adoption of new norms by a critical mass of states, some more influential than 
others, can be seen via the agreement, signing and ratification of international instruments 
aimed at bringing about gender equality. This has been further driven and enforced by 
collective action which refers to the act of mobilizing people around common or shared 
concerns and has often played a pivotal role in efforts to combat gender gaps. Utilizing 
international norms and standards to bring about change, this mobilisation is increased and 
imitated domestically when a state is party to a legally binding international agreement, such 
as CEDAW (Klugman 2017, 18-19). A current international movement driven by increasingly 
collective movement and mobilised around enacting legislation is to specifically target and 
reduce harmful practices. This is not to discount the fact that some states have signed 
agreements concerning gender equality aims for reasons such as pressure to conform or a desire 
to enhance international legitimacy, which has resulted in a variation in compliance and 
interpretation of these norms. 
 
Notwithstanding this variance in marked success and inadequate implementation, where some 
states have more comprehensive policy approaches than others, and some states have been 
quick to adopt policies to address violence whereas others are slow, international law has 
indirect and direct impacts on strengthening domestic violence law where it has been observed 
that numerous countries have introduced domestic violence legislation over the past three 
decades (Klugman 2017, 3). This claim is supported with an analysis by the World Bank 
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(Figure 8) tracing the correlation between international commitments and the passage of 
comprehensive legislation or legal reforms to encompass gender-based violence (World Bank 
Group 2015).  
 
Figure 8. Key International Events and the Passage of Violence Against Women Legislation 
Source: World Bank Group. 2015. “Women, Business and the Law 2016: Getting to Equal.” Washington, DC.  
Accessed February 25. 
http://www.wds.worldbank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2013/09/23/0001583492 
0130923083314/Rendered/PDF/WPS6616.pdf. 
 
Undoubtedly, the framework of international law and norms has evolved in ways that have 
bolstered the aims of feminist research and literature as well as women’s activism. The system 
has moved beyond creating norms to a more assertive leadership and calls for implementation 
of efforts among national governments. When brought into alignment with international human 
rights standards, laws and policies can often play a positive role in conveying a strong message, 
raising awareness with complementary strategies on ending violence and changing attitudes 
and behaviours in the long term (UN Women 2016b). As it is commonly accepted that laws 
and policies can provide the foundation for a coordinated and comprehensive approach to 
gender-based violence, tackling issues at an international level and noting the crucial link 
between the public and private sphere, as has been demonstrated by feminist literature, has 
allowed for gender-specific crimes to be tackled by various key agreements, policies and 
structures under international law which guide governments and advocates in promoting gender 
equality.  
 
Consequently, there exists significant evidence for the presence and diffusion of international 
norms and the existence of effective policy frameworks that, over time, will gain strength and 
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have broader and lasting positive effects. The greatest strength of the global human rights 
regime has been in creating norms and enshrining human rights so that others may follow suit. 
Thus, an overall rise in these effects across the world will finalise the internalisation of gender-
related norms, completing the “life cycle” established at an international level, and an 
expectation and acceptance of greater national and domestic legal protections against gender-
based violence will cause countries to continue to drive the process of reducing gender 
inequality. This should then result in greater levels of human development becoming more 
commonplace in the near future (Richards and Haglund 2015, 1). 
 
Before concluding, a final caveat and recommendation. There remain significant challenges to 
promoting and implementing human rights on a universal scale. In order to strengthen the 
global human rights regime and in turn consolidate the internalisation of gender equality, the 
regime requires a broadened and elevated UN human rights architecture that is more consistent 
and has effective monitoring and enforcement mechanisms (Council on Foreign Relations 
2013, 1). Coalitions between countries to harmonise political and economic rights within 
institutions, capacity building to increase the success of implementation, ensuring policies and 
frameworks utilising a gender perspective to tackle gender-specific crimes that are context 
specific and take into account all actors, as well as the further incorporation of regional and 
nongovernmental organisations along with civil society, will strengthen the aim for lasting and 
universal enjoyment of human rights. Due attention, specialised mechanisms and agencies to 
further address the harmful practices of female infanticide and honour crimes will also provide 
more normative influence and demonstrate further action in seeking their eradication. 
 
In conclusion, the global agenda on violence against women and girl children is based on 
standards derived from these international treaties and policy documents. A number of 
international instruments have extensively expanded legislation and set standards that address 
violence against women with the intent of guaranteeing equality for women and prohibiting 
discrimination against women and girls (UN Women 2012, 1). Although not all frameworks 
are codified under international law, international policy documents adopted by consensus have 
thus acquired increasing importance in setting global norms and standards for member states 
and have a normative impact upon the adoption of frameworks at a national level illustrated by 
their commitments to achieving gender equality as set out by international instruments. 
Therefore, it cannot be denied that the necessary frameworks and normative standards exist 
and that even though continuous progression and revision of specific and fully comprehensive 
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legally binding frameworks to address these two harmful practices (amongst others) is both 
welcomed and required, the global human rights regime has, to a sufficient extent, addressed 
the gender-specific crimes of female infanticide and honour crimes. 
 
This leads to the following question of how, in order to tackle these harmful practices, have 
these international frameworks and instruments of the global human rights regime impacted 
upon and been adopted, reconceptualised and implemented at a national level in the cases of 
India and Turkey. 
 
Drawing from international frameworks such as CEDAW, CRC and the Beijing Declaration 
and Platform for Action amongst others, India has adopted both the norms underpinning the 
battle against harmful practices and the recommended measures to end the gender-specific 
crime of female infanticide. While some national legislation aimed at targeting female 
infanticide existed before the intensified focus of this practice by the global human rights 
regime in 1990 due to Amartya Sen, India’s increased efforts to tackle female infanticide is 
evident in its continued construction and revision of national policies and frameworks to 
incorporate the established norms on gender equality and the means in which to promote and 
institutionalise it; demonstrating the positive impact of the global human rights regime. To this 
end, India remains committed to bringing about the future decrease and eventual eradication of 
female infanticide and has achieved a small degree of success in decelerating the increase of 
this crime even though it is still prevalent in the country. 
 
However, India has arguably not fully reconceptualised international frameworks and 
instruments to fit its social, political or economic context nor has it ensured the comprehensive 
legal implementation and enforcement of national plans, frameworks and policies. While India 
has amended certain key acts targeting female infanticide to keep up to date with modern 
developments, such as the use of modern technology for prenatal sex-selection - the main 
mechanism through which female infanticide is carried out, it has failed to effectively utilise 
national policies and frameworks to bring about a change in socio-cultural norms, traditional 
practices, prejudices and patriarchal values; some of the main causes of the continued existence 
of female infanticide and also obstacles to its elimination. 
  
Furthermore, implementation and enforcement of national policies and frameworks is weak. 
This is demonstrated by the rampant violations of the legislation in place that has allowed for 
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the continued sex-ratio imbalance at birth and female mortality among children under the age 
of 5, without fear of reprisal or punitive measures for perpetrators. This must be specifically 
tackled at a national level with policy makers taking into account all actors and providing strong 
incentives to ensure more abiding of legislature. In order to ensure future gender equality in 
India, a holistic approach with the use of a number of measures must be taken to achieve the 
deconstruction and recreation of mindsets to those which value females and women’s rights. 
 
Also drawing from international frameworks such as CEDAW, CRC and the Beijing 
Declaration and Platform for Action amongst others, Turkey seemed to initially adopt both the 
norms (a positive impact of the global human rights regime) underpinning the battle against 
harmful practices and to an extent, the recommended measures to end the gender-specific crime 
of honour crimes. However, as little national legislation existed specifically targeting honour 
crimes before the current spotlight on this harmful practice, Turkey continues to lack in 
credible, invested efforts to combat it, declining to further draw upon and adopt international 
frameworks and recommendations. This is evident in its implicit inaction to specifically define 
and clarify honour crimes within national policies and frameworks, accept and condemn 
honour crimes as an issue within Turkish society or to take definitive and clear action to further 
incorporate the established norms on gender equality and the means in which to promote and 
institutionalise it; which would in effect initiate the process of decreasing honour crimes. 
 
To this end, the impact of the global human rights regime has not been as progressive due to 
the actions of Turkey at a governmental and national level. It also appears Turkey’s ratification 
and seemingly desultory commitment to international frameworks and instruments endures 
more out of a recent desire to be viewed as compliant with current norms and standards 
(arguably part of a motive for aims to join the EU, as demonstrated by its commitment to the 
Istanbul Convention) than a wish to institute tangible change. Currently, Turkey seems to lack 
the political will and commitment (demonstrated in its indifferent responses, as well as the 
future recommendations of CEDAW based on Turkey’s periodic report) to bring about the 
future decrease and eventual eradication of honour crimes. Illustrated by the prevalence and 
apparent rise of this harmful practice within the country, government frameworks and national 
plans to continue to achieve gender equality seem to have lapsed. 
 
Furthermore, Turkey has not fully reconceptualised international frameworks and instruments 
to fit its social, political or economic context nor has it ensured consistent, national, judicial 
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implementation or legal enforcement across the board. It is such that Turkey is failing to 
effectively keep up with the nature and evolution of honour crimes. Although presenting itself 
as a modern secular state, there is also a clear cessation of the use of national policies and 
frameworks to bring about a change in traditional patriarchal values and male-dominated 
relations that hinder cultural and informal relations between men and women. Once again, 
culture, due to socially constructed ideas, standards and norms about gender roles, behaviour 
and actions, is one of, if not the main reason for and obstacle to the continued existence of 
honour crimes. 
  
Lastly, while some of the legal frameworks in place may be considered “satisfactory”, the 
implementation and enforcement of policies and frameworks regarding this practice in Turkey 
is poor. Socio-cultural mindsets with discriminatory attitudes are evident within the justice 
system which is not effectively fulfilling its purpose or punishing perpetrators. By failing to 
hold perpetrators accountable, impunity not only strengthens the subordination and 
vulnerability of women but normalises patterns of violent behaviour justified by claims of 
culture or tradition. This issue is further compounded by the lack of a clear and comprehensive 
legal framework upon which actions would be based. Without official data on the matter and 
no impetus for future action by the current government, it becomes increasingly difficult to 
fully assess the level of urgency honour crimes require; only that they do as shown by the 
mounting evidence of their existence. 
 
The third and final question remains of what are the resulting outcomes in the prevalence of 
these acts and has the adoption of certain international frameworks compiled by the global 
human rights regime decreased the national prevalence of these gender-specific crimes within 
these two cases? If not, why not?  
 
The resulting outcome in India has been the continued prevalence (albeit with a small degree 
of success achieved in its deceleration) of female infanticide, especially in the protraction of 
an evolved form in which the use of the method of pre-natal sex-selection is yet to be effectively 
reduced. With this in mind, India has affirmed its commitment, in accordance with international 
norms and standards, to continue to pursue and institute a legal level of gender equality. The 
resulting outcome in Turkey is the continued prevalence and apparent increase of honour 
crimes indicated by available but conflicting statistics, increasing qualitative data reporting 
honour crimes and through the established existence and level of domestic violence as part of 
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a larger continuum of violence in which there is ample space for the continued prevalence and 
apparent increase of honour crimes to occur. However, coupled with the current democratic 
crisis and violation of human rights in Turkey, any existing aims (established to only go so far 
as providing a draft amendment on harmful practices) to achieve a legal level of gender equality 
appear to have lapsed.  
 
The current, insufficient undertaking of action to prompt a decrease in the national prevalence 
of female infanticide in India and honour crimes in Turkey, arguably does not lie with the 
adoption of international frameworks and instruments, or norms and standards established by 
the global human rights regime. The fault is rather with the reconceptualisation and 
implementation of national frameworks to combat these two gender-specific crimes, illustrated 
by the consistencies, discrepancies and inadequacies explored in the case studies. Plausibly, 
forming and enacting legislation that takes into account both the issue and the context is the 
first part of the process. Ensuring the comprehensive and effective implementation and 
enforcement aids this endeavour. Arguably, to translate, appropriate, uphold and enforce 
international norms and standards through these national frameworks is a far more complicated 
and difficult task. Thus, a disjunction exists between law and the mindsets of those within a 
society where international treaty law may be difficult to enforce, due both to procedural 
constraints as well as national legal systems which adopt a dualist approach to international 
law and do not consider international treaties fully enforceable in their countries unless local 
law has been harmonized with treaty standards (Kugelman 2017, 1). 
 
In questioning how laws interact with social norms that tolerate violence, various social factors 
such as the degree of belief in and adherence to aims associated with gender equality, are able 
to explain levels of violence in a society. It has been established that norms more supportive of 
gender equality are associated with lower rates of violence (Klugman 2017, 28). A central 
question that arises in this context is whether national legislation will be effective when the 
provisions are not consistent with prevailing social norms? There are various reasons why 
legislation may not be effective. Many people may be unaware of the law’s existence and 
avenues of redress due to a lack of awareness or education. Where social norms tolerate 
violence, reporting and enforcement suffers as very few victims seek help, and most crimes 
may still go unsanctioned and unpunished. If victims do not report, the laws may not be 
enforced or when they do, the responsiveness of authorities may be weak. Where the 
probability of sanctions or punitive measures is low, there may be no deterrent effect on 
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behaviour. Thus, social norms may continue to tolerate violence, and not be affected by 
national legislation, alongside customary laws not being consistent with national legislative 
prohibitions (Klugman 2017, 29). 
 
It is also necessary to remember that laws are one key form of government involvement in 
affecting norms and that they must continue to allocate space for multicomponent, integrated 
interventions, across all levels, to reduce violence against women. Additionally, although a 
degree of legal protection exists in the national legislative frameworks of India and Turkey, it 
is necessary to note that laws alone will not eliminate harmful practices and establish enduring 
changes in ancient social fabrics of society. It is much more challenging to change internalised 
informal social norms, operating at systemic, community and individual levels, as culture is far 
slower to change than formal legislation, and legislation does not automatically create changes 
in culture (Klugman 2017, 3). This could not be clearer than in both case studies, demonstrating 
the crucial importance of norms which affect every aspect of life and indicating one of the 
major obstacles hindering the elimination of these two harmful practices; socially constructed 
ideas of culture and tradition and their use in justifying discrimination and violence against 
women.  
 
Aims of international norms regarding gender equality such as their diffusion, dissemination, 
adoption, absorption and compliance by the very communities affected, are intended to 
dismantle harmful ideas and challenge cultural behaviours that promote a breeding ground for 
gender-specific crimes to occur as commonplace. In India, this obstacle occurs at the national 
level with the difficulty of establishing a uniform civil code, but also mainly at the local level 
where the inadequate implementation and enforcement of national frameworks does little to 
incite or prompt a change in established socially constructed norms, roles, behaviour, attitude 
and actions. In Turkey, this obstacle is particularly evident at the national level where a lack of 
political will and implementation, supported by patriarchal attitudes and enforcement agencies 
and institutions steeped in gender biases, hinders the reconceptualisation of international 
frameworks and instruments into national policy to directly target and decrease honour crimes. 
This plays out further at a local level where disregard for the right to human life continues to 
be socially sanctioned and honour crimes committed. 
 
Under the conceptual framework of norm realisation developed by Finnemore and Sikkink 
(1998), the following simplifications can be argued. Consequently, within India itself, norms 
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regarding gender equality, and by extension the elimination of female infanticide, can be stated 
to have passed the first stage of norm emergence as evidenced by India’s agreement and 
commitment to international frameworks underpinned by gender-related norms. In reaching 
the second stage, India has accepted and adopted these norms which is demonstrated by the 
formation and amendment of national legislature. However, this is not indicative of a full norm 
acceptance or cascade within these national structures where the breakdown in adherence and 
adoption of gender-related norms begins to be seen with poor implementation and enforcement 
of frameworks as well as widespread violations of law. Due to this, the gender-related norms 
established at an international level and adopted at a national level, are unable to effectively 
filter down to and be imitated at a local level as well as sufficiently change socio-cultural 
norms, standards and actions which allow for environments that sanction female infanticide. 
Having arguably only reached the second stage, this accounts for the varied outcomes across 
India when regarding the continued prevalence of female infanticide. Therefore, while India 
does not reach stage three of norm realisation, its behaviour is viewed as norm conforming and 
it is encouraged to further the process of combatting female infanticide. 
 
Within Turkey, norms regarding gender equality and by extension the elimination of honour 
crimes, can be stated to have also passed the first stage of emergence as evidenced by their 
agreement and commitment to international frameworks underpinned by gender-related norms. 
However, an unwillingness to pursue methods and action in accordance with the aims 
envisioned by gender-related norms is visible with Turkey’s increased inaction in maintaining 
and developing these commitments as well as declining to embrace more recent legislation 
regarding harmful practices. This already affects the adoption and adherence to gender-related 
norms, where only some are enshrined in national legislature and even less are effectively and 
comprehensively enforced. It can be argued that a large reason behind Turkey’s current 
government action has been a desire to enhance international legitimation to meet the 
conditions, including those of gender equality, for European Union membership and not out of 
a desire to internalise gender-related norms, eradicate honour crimes or effectively implement 
measures to bring about a higher level of gender equality. Similarly, norm realisation in the 
case of Turkey lingers somewhat between stage one and two of the conceptual framework of 
Finnemore and Sikkink (1998) as illustrated by the varied compliance, outcomes and 
interpretation of norms. Therefore, Turkey does not reach stage three of norm realisation and 
its behaviour generates disapproval with the need for further advancement of gender-related 
norms and an effective reduction in the prevalence of honour crimes.  
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Closing Evaluation 
 
 “The only way to solve the problem of women’s subordination is to change people’s mindset 
and to plant the new idea of gender equality into every mind.” ~ Qingrong Ma 
 
Although Finnemore and Sikkink provide a clear and broad conceptual framework on the life 
cycle of norms, adequate space is not left for the alteration of norms. Amitav Acharya (2004) 
draws on this emphasising the importance of “norm pruning” at the local level. His idea of 
“localisation” describes ‘a process in which external ideas are simultaneously adapted to meet 
local practices’ (Acharya 2004, 245). Acharya points out that societies are not passive 
recipients of foreign, cultural and political ideas but active borrowers and localisers where 
many local beliefs are themselves part of a legitimate normative order, which conditions the 
acceptance of foreign norms (Acharya 2004, 244). 
 
This is particularly relevant in both the cases of India and Turkey, as the question arises of why 
do some universal ideas and norms find greater acceptance in a particular locale than in others? 
Firstly, local initiatives exist and adapt to their context. India, as an example of this, 
demonstrates legislation enacted concerning women’s reproductive health, before the adoption 
of CEDAW, and its continued amendments as a result of both universal norms and civil society 
activism, highlighting the non-linear process of norm creation and adoption. Secondly, 
adjustments to the shape and content of foreign ideas to make them more congruent with a 
recipient’s prior beliefs and practices occurs to better fit them with local beliefs and practices. 
Such adjustments are motivated by two main realities: the goal to strengthen, not replace 
existing institutions and that cultural predilections and deeply ingrained beliefs cannot be easily 
sacrificed without incurring social and political costs as elements of new ideas might harm the 
existing social order and increase the risk of social and political instability. Thirdly, far from 
extinguishing local beliefs and practices, foreign ideas may help to enhance the profile and 
prestige of local actors and belief, resulting in deeper reflection on the reasons behind them 
(such as in the case of harmful practices) and the possible transformation of them (Acharya 
2004, 245-246). 
 
One of the main reasons for localisation would be the demand for new norms. In both the cases 
of India and Turkey, this has been the situation with the prevalence of female infanticide and 
honour crimes. Systemic change, such as shifts in power, where women are increasingly 
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beginning to gain a level footing also has unfortunate societal repercussions which require 
discussion and new normative standards to underpin behaviour, actions and responses. Specific 
to the case of Turkey, regimes may seek to import ideas about human rights promotion and 
assistance as the basis of their foreign policy because such ideas would legitimise their 
authority and identity, particularly when presenting itself as a modern, secular European state 
(Acharya 2004, 247). Evident again in both case studies has been the result of norm 
displacement where a norm, viewed as foreign, seeks to replace a local norm whose moral 
claim or functional adequacy has already been challenged from within, but fails when it 
competes with an existing strong identity norm. This encapsulates some of the reasoning why 
international norms concerning gender equality have faced such difficulty in being adopted in 
contexts where strong socio-cultural beliefs exist. At the same time, if norm-takers believe their 
existing beliefs and approaches are not necessarily harmful, but merely inadequate, (in that 
they’re not geared to addressing newer challenges) and therefore have to be broadened and 
strengthened with the infusion of new ideas, then localization is more likely than displacement. 
This can also account for the difference in variation in the case studies where, in India, there 
appears to be a desire to eliminate female infanticide but its current incapability of containing 
the use of prenatal sex-selection, requires it to broaden and strengthen existing norms and 
beliefs to include new ideas and techniques to resolve the issue (Acharya 2004, 247). 
 
Under the main mechanism of norm diffusion, Acharya argues that norms spread because there 
is scope for local interpretation and application. However, it is precisely this process which 
results in different, often contested, meanings of the norm emerging and subsequent variation 
in norm acceptance and outcomes produced by the group in question. Turkey has demonstrated 
this with tension arising over its clarification and definition of honour crimes, resulting in 
inconsistent judicial enforcement. Consequently, Acharya speaks about processes of norm 
circulation, emphasising the importance of continuous norm enactment which necessitates 
renewed discussion and debate, driving norm evolution. It seems that both external and internal 
contestation facilitates the evolutionary process of norms (Brosig and Zähringer 2015, 356). 
 
My main argument here is to demonstrate that norms concerning gender-equality are not 
accepted or rejected in their entirety but are settled by localisation and normative congruence 
building instead of contestation. This is a key process that must be undertaken despite facing 
the potential strength of prior local norms, such as those that condone harmful practices. It is 
also argued that norms are not stable and fixed, which calls for norm conformity but also 
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continual norm adaption and development so that they are flexible enough to be applied 
specifically to different contexts (Brosig and Zähringer 2015, 374). Additionally, the existence 
of credible local actors (unlike Turkey’s president, Erdogan, who is on record for making 
controversial discriminatory remarks against women) with sufficient influence to match or 
outperform external norm actors will likely be seen as more credible by local actors who are 
more willing to listen. Understanding and utilising this additional and incredibly crucial 
conceptualisation of localisation allows policy makers to better understand the normative 
processes in place to achieve an improved result in future attempts to change norms that cause, 
sanction or tolerate violence, in order to combat harmful practices in India and Turkey. 
 
Before concluding, a final point must be addressed. This is the importance of emphasising the 
non-linear process of norm creation and sharing as well as the universality of the global 
response to discrimination and violence against girls in aiding the localisation of norms. 
Despite the aforementioned developments, I draw attention to this as there is a continuing 
difference among women’s groups and movements in developed countries and developing 
countries, as well as among United Nations agencies and other stakeholders, on the issue of 
universalism vs. cultural relativism which must be resolved (Goonesekere 2006, 15).  
 
In many countries affected by gender-based discrimination and violence, there is often 
community support for constitutional law reform and increased legislative and policy measures 
at a national level. Civil society and women’s groups often lobby for normative standards that 
require the state to intervene against harmful practices. Although these efforts may achieve a 
marked degree of success, at times international pressure and influence is necessary to reduce 
violations and to encourage the incorporation of legislature and domestication of gender-related 
norms. As a result, international instruments and frameworks reflect universal human rights 
standards, the perception of the transformative power of culture and its potential for impacting 
positively on women’s lives. Universality becomes more difficult to achieve in a context where 
reservations are entered or there is an unwillingness to act by states on the grounds that 
CEDAW or CRC conflicts with the tenets of customs, religion or tradition (Goonesekere 2006, 
15-16). 
 
The arising tension between universalism and the need for cultural sensitivity has limited 
consensus over methods to best dismantle socio-cultural customs, beliefs and practices 
violating women and children rights in specific contexts. Under the mantle of protecting and 
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preserving culture and tradition, cultural relativists cling to the continued existence of these 
practices rather than protecting human rights against discrimination and violence (Goonesekere 
2006, 15). At the same time, they criticise the universalist approach of promoting a dominant 
narrative, aimed at converting norms underpinning behaviour and action and polarising them 
as “bad”, even though the universalist approach often promoted by activists and women’s 
groups recognizes that custom and tradition are dynamic rather than static (Acharya 2004, 242). 
 
As theorised by post-colonialism, it is not necessarily the case that there is vast support for 
harmful practices. It is more that individuals within these societies want to be able to exercise 
their own deconstruction of their contexts, displaying their agency in demonstrating how 
stereotypical attitudes and customs have influenced negative interpretations which deny 
women and girls their human rights in the family and community. To this extent, states are 
encouraged to domesticate legislation with treaty standards. However, a state’s obligation in 
human rights law to respect freedom of conscience and religion does not extend to condoning 
practices and manifestations that are contrary to public interest. This provides a basis for state’s 
responsibility to intervene through legal and policy measures against practices that deny 
women equality and the right to freedom from violence. Domestic violence legislation, and 
laws concerning female infanticide and honour crimes, cannot be justified based on the 
principle of culture, tradition or complete incompatibility between one set of rights and another 
(Goonesekere 2006, 16).  
 
Much that has been achieved in intervening with regard to religion, custom or harmful 
tradition-based practices in developing countries that deny women and girls their human rights, 
has occurred through local interventions and initiatives. Nevertheless, continued progress 
requires a global support network of resources and partnerships. Often promoted in the name 
of respect for pluralism and diversity, cultural relativism should not be used as justification for 
undermining the core values of equality and the right to freedom from violence and bodily 
security. When doing so, reluctance by others to get involved increases and in turn, strengthens 
fundamentalist religious and other groups who argue that “equity” and “fairness” can be 
achieved for women through customary or religious tradition, without conforming to standards 
of universal human rights. These groups also claim that human rights have been negotiated as 
a dominant narrative by a dominant group, and do not reflect the views of non-Western nations 
(Goonesekere 2006, 17).  
 
79 
 
It is important to recognise that if this were the case, the gains and progress made in the last 
decade would not be sustained and universal human rights standards would be undermined. 
The perception that some human rights violations are permissible on the grounds of diversity 
reinforces a state’s lack of accountability for its reduction, entrenches differences in the 
enjoyment of human rights and challenges the standard of universality that sets common 
standards of achievement for all people. Forging a consensus on the universality of the norms 
of non-discrimination and violence, and engaging to form a confluence rather than conflict of 
ideas and approaches, must therefore be a key dimension of any strategy to improve the 
situation of women and girls and promote a human rights-based approach (Goonesekere 2006, 
18-19). 
 
Norm and Policy Recommendations 
 
A social norm is a contributing factor to and social determinant of certain practices in a 
community that may be positive and strengthen identity and cohesion or may be negative and 
potentially lead to harm. A collective sense of social obligation and expectation is created and 
sustained which conditions the behaviour of the individuals within the community, even when 
in disagreement with an accepted standard or norm (CEDAW and CRC 2014, 15). One of the 
biggest underlying challenges is the perceived benefit or rectification of damage by means of 
harmful practices, for the victim, members of their family and the community. To address this, 
holistic, collective, culturally sensitive interventions which enable communities to collectively 
explore different normative standards and expectations and agree upon alternative ways to 
fulfil their values or traditions without causing harm or violating human rights must be 
emphasised. It is vital to allow communities the space to eliminate harmful practices and adopt 
new social rules and roles within their own contexts without imposing standards that will come 
to be rejected and resented. This does also not mean that harmful practices should be allowed 
to continue under the guise of culture, religion or tradition, especially when there are no 
benefits and violations of human rights are apparent. 
 
The importance of shifting norms, especially around violence against women, cannot be 
understated in this endeavour. Evidence of success demonstrates that operations at multiple 
levels and the employment of multifaceted strategies is key to shifting social norms and 
establishing common goals, such as the improvement of women’s condition at all levels. A 
vital tool and mechanism in this process is collective action and power, particularly through 
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technology, which can mobilise and influence well beyond the boundaries of a specific event 
and also improve responsiveness (Klugman 2017, 38). This awareness, mobilisation and 
ultimately shared problem solving allows for the involvement of individuals at all levels to 
change norms and advance social and policy change. This contributes to global, national, 
regional and local movements, all of which engage in the non-linear process of the creation 
and sharing of norms. The global campaign on violence against women is one such movement 
that has developed strong links within the women’s rights network from different regions. This 
has created greater understanding of the need to move beyond cultural relativism towards a 
recognition of a human rights-based approach and highlighted that eliminating discrimination 
and violence is relevant to both developing and developed countries (Goonesekere 2006, 19). 
 
Another clear example of success whereby it was made clear by local civil society and 
government of the importance of shifting norms and reversing the gender imbalance is in the 
case of the Republic of Korea. The experience of the Republic of Korea, suggests that the sex-
ratio at birth can potentially return to a biologically normal value by causing a decline in son 
preference. In decreasing the harmful practice of female infanticide, changes in social and 
cultural norms for a preference of sons and societal development driven by increases in 
education, together with legislation against sex-selective abortions, were among the main 
forces driving the reversal of the trend in the sex-ratio at birth (United Nations 2015, 7). 
 
Examples like these demonstrate the possibility of dismantling and reforming social and 
cultural norms currently shaping our environments. Regarding the context of harmful practices, 
prevention is key and can best be achieved with the combination of international and national 
frameworks working alongside established rights-based social and cultural norms (CEDAW 
and CRC 2014, 16). While progress has been achieved, and must continue to be made, there is 
still far to go in eliminating harmful practices and achieving gender equality. 
 
In a report, Women in An Insecure World, by the Geneva Centre for The Democratic Control 
of Armed Forces, the following key recommendations for future policy which is crucial in 
efforts to reduce gender-specific crimes and must be appropriated by affected countries, is 
summarised below (DCAF 2005, 23-25). Drawing on the success of women’s groups and the 
progress made through the framework of international human rights law, the three key 
strategies in eradicating violence against women and thereby harmful practices, are prevention, 
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protection and empowerment. Each approach must involve women and men, civil society and 
government, and have local, national and international dimensions.  
 
The first strategy, prevention, aims to increase awareness by changing deeply entrenched but 
also constantly evolving social beliefs about the roles of men and women (particularly relevant 
for both female infanticide and for honour crimes) and ensure effective training regarding 
forms of violence and how to prevent and respond to it. To this end, the inclusion of men and 
women, the engagement of entire communities and long term planning is vital for success 
(Klugman 2017, 37). Prevention through research on a priority basis, allows for the collection 
of gender-disaggregated data furthering research on causes, consequences and solutions as well 
as effective monitoring and assessment (United Nations 2015, 16).  
 
The second strategy, protection, must be enacted through law: both in universal ratification of 
international human rights instruments which establish common standards and norms and 
through the reform and enforcement of national law alongside women’s access to justice (UN 
Women 2016b). Protection through the strengthening of political will and state and civil society 
institutions to include effective monitoring mechanisms ensuring compliance; cooperation at 
local, national, regional and international levels (particularly relevant for both female 
infanticide and honour crimes); the allocation of a proper budget at a national level to stop 
violence and advance gender equality; the establishment of shelters and support mechanisms; 
the importance of international institutions in protecting women and continuing to provide 
crucial normative legitimacy and resources for those committed to working against gender-
based violence, must be emphasised (DCAF 2005, 21).  
 
The third strategy, empowerment, occurs through education, labour and participation in 
decision-making to dismantle barriers, transform discriminatory attitudes and gender roles, 
reduce vulnerability and increase involvement of women to ensure a lasting and sustainable 
effect on all sectors of society, for all to benefit. I have included these comprehensive and 
necessary recommendations to further emphasise the need for sustained action by all, as the 
eradication of harmful practices as part of gender-based violence requires not just institutional 
change at international and national levels, but a change of mindset and attitudes among 
individuals and state actors to continue efforts to achieve gender equality (DCAF 2005, 21). 
Moreover, increasing calls for a recognition of intersectionality must be heeded. Violence 
against women, though manifesting in acts such as female infanticide and honour crimes in the 
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cases discussed, cuts across gender, race, class, geographical location, religion or belief, 
educational attainment, ability and sexuality with inequality and discrimination as causes.  
There can be no gender equality between men and women until there is a redress of global 
inequities, which takes into account the different experiences of all individuals in all contexts 
and recognises that a one-size-fits-all approach is inadequate by interrogating the places where 
violence against women coincides with multiple and intersecting forms of discrimination and 
their attendant inequalities (Manjoo 2011, 13). A holistic approach which makes law more 
responsive to the actual needs of women and underscores the interdependence and indivisibility 
of rights; situates violence against women on a continuum; acknowledges the structural aspects 
and factors of discrimination, which includes structural and institutional inequalities; and 
analyses social and/or economic hierarchies between women and men, is key (Manjoo 2011, 
14). 
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8: Conclusion 
 
Gender-based violence as a form of discrimination against women has become increasingly 
visible and acknowledged internationally and nationally. Despite normative standards having 
been set, discrimination and violence against women remains a global epidemic, which is 
further complicated when considering the myriad of far-reaching detrimental consequences 
(Manjoo 2011, 1). The focus on the gender-specific crimes of female infanticide and honour 
crimes within this paper are evidence of the significance, magnitude and relevance of efforts 
to combat harmful practices in society. 
 
In relation to the relevance of eliminating female infanticide, demographic changes are the 
background against which many dimensions of life - including health, education, labour and 
wealth - are being shaped. The distribution of the population across regions and countries 
largely determines the distribution of human capital, poverty and the burden of disease around 
the world. Therefore, any progress in the status of women vis-à-vis men needs to draw first on 
major demographic changes, their causes and impacts (United Nations 2015, 2). In relation to 
the relevance of combatting honour crimes, violence against women is a widespread and 
systemic violation of human rights. Unable to be separated from the wider context of 
discrimination and inequality of women, violence is generally directed specifically against 
women for diverse reasons, and affects them disproportionately at all stages of the life cycle. 
Remaining to this day a matter of grave importance, the effects of it are difficult to fully 
quantify. Identifying harmful practices, such as female infanticide and honour crimes, and 
eradicating them forms part of a much larger process aimed at ensuring and solidifying gender 
equality throughout the world. 
 
In framing my research by way of determining the impact of efforts aimed at bringing about a 
decrease in the prevalence of the harmful practices of female infanticide in India and honour 
crimes in Turkey, this paper has assessed both the international and national instruments and 
frameworks in place, as well as the established, relevant norms concerning gender-based 
discrimination and gender-based violence. It has effectively assessed the impact of the global 
human rights regime aimed at combatting these gender-specific crimes and utilised a 
conceptual framework of norm realisation to ascertain the process whereby norms regarding 
gender equality and the necessary measures to achieve it, alongside the level of extent of their 
adoption, has been achieved at a national level in India and Turkey. It has been argued that the 
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“life cycle” of norms relating to gender equality has not been completed due to the continued 
and protracted prevalence of both female infanticide in India and honour crimes in Turkey. 
These case studies have provided insight into the obstacles which remain and how an 
international generation of awareness and action has aimed to bring about national legislative 
reforms by utilising the established international norms and standards concerning harmful 
practices and by extension, gender-based violence. 
 
While the disproportionate impact of political, economic and social factors and contexts 
leading to gender-based discrimination and violence must be taken into account when 
addressing gender-specific crimes and the societal consequences, a common factor in both 
cases was the use of culture and tradition - which has a substantive impact on the beliefs and 
behaviours of its citizens – as justification for the existence of these harmful practices. 
Identified as one of the main obstacles to their elimination, existing socially constructed norms, 
standards, actions and patriarchal attitudes within communities and societies have yet to be 
effectively dismantled and recreated to construct conditions conducive to the achievement of 
gender equality. Part of this process will occur with an increased understanding of norms and 
their localisation in different contexts. Lastly, this paper noted the drawback of the continued 
tension between universalism and cultural relativism and concluded by making the necessary 
and relevant policy recommendations to incorporate multifaceted strategies that take into 
account the importance of intersectionality when combating these gender-specific crimes on a 
broad scale. With some progress having been made, there is still much further to go to address 
the underlying norms and behaviours associated with gender-based discrimination and 
violence. 
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